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Also, petition of citizens of Edinburg N. Dak., against Cana-
dian reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition from citizens of Hampden, N. Dak., urging pas-
sage of bill for additional compensation to rural free-delivery
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Ledyard Grange, No. 167,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Mystie, Conn., against Canadian reci-
procity; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KONOP: Petition of farmers of Kewaunee County,
Wis, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of residents of Suring, Wis, in favor of the
withdrawal of United States troops from the Mexican frontier;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, petition of residents of Door County, Wis., favoring re-
}cention of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agricul-
ure,

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bill granting an in-
crease of pension to Augustus Sponsler; to tlie Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of residents and voters of Henrico
County, Va., in favor of parcels post; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, resolutions of Georgig-Florida Sawmill Association,
against Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. LENROOT: Petition of Hugh Bell and 43 others,
against the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Comimittee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SULZER : Petition of New York Cordage Co., against
the duty on jute cotton bagging and russia rope, sarred and un-
tarred, for marine use; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TURNBULL: Petition of Edward Wyatt, gon of
1. A. R. Wyatt, asking for remuneration for property taken
by and for the use of the Union Army during the Civil War;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petitions of Seward Repub-
lican Club, of Brooklyn, N. X., and Stereotypers’ Union No. 1,
Journeymen Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Union, of New
¥ork, favoring reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Algo, petition of New York Chapter of American Institute of
Architeets, favoring proposed site for Linceln memorial; to the
Committee on the Library.

SENATE.

Trurspay, April 13, 1911.

The Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, offered the follow-
ing prayer:

Our heavenly Father, whose ear is ever open to the cry of
Thy children, we are sore pained because of the homes which
have been devastated and the hearts which have been made
desolate. Their sorrow is our sorrow, as their loss is our loss.
Oh, Thon who rulest over whirlwind and tempest, comfort the
stricken hearts, we pray Thee, and deepen Thy children’s trust
in Thee. And though Thou leadest us in ways which we can
not understand, because of the frailty of our nature, help us
still, we implore Thee, to pray that Thy will may be done and
that Thy kingdom may come. And unto Thee, who art the God
of all comfort, do we commit our bodies and our souls now and
forevermore. Amen.

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and
approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Senate joint resolution 43. .

Whereas It appenrs from an Investlgation recently made h{ the Sen-
ate of the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exists in
certain places in the United States, notwithstanding prohibitory stat-
utes enacted by the several States thereof; and

Whereas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the
people of the United States, and there is a demand for the more ef-
Tectunl ]in-ohihitaon thereof by placing the subject under the Federal
Jurisdiction and control, at the same time reserving to cach State the
right to make and control its own laws reliting to marringe and di-
vorce : Now therefore be it

Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring),
That the applieation be made, and hereby Is made, to Congress, under
the provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the United States, for
the calling of a convention tb propose an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United NStates whereby polygamy and polygamous cohabita-
tion shall be prohibited, and Congress shall be glven power to enforce
such prohlbition by appropriate legislation.

Regolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United
States, now in sesslon or when next convered, be, and they are hereby,
respectfully requested to join in this applieation by the adoption of this
or an equivalent resolution.

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he Is hereby,
directed to transmit coples of this application to the Senate and the
House of Representatives of the United States and to the several Mem-
bers of the Lodles representing this State therein; also to transmit
coples hercof to the legislatures of all other States of the United Sthtes.

Adopted Febrvary 16, 1911.

N. Baxter, Jr.,
Bpeaker of the Senate.
A, M. LracwH,
KEpeaker of the House of Representatices,

Approved, February 17, 1911,

[SEAL.] Bex W. Hoorer, Governor.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented petitions of the congrega-
tions of the Temple Lutheran Church, of Philadelphia; the
Church of the Brethren, of Portis, Kans.; the Church of the
Brethren, of St. Joseph, Mo.; of the Morning Star Sunday
School, of McPherson, Kans,; and of the executive committee
of the Laymen's Missionary Movement of the Methodist Episco-
pal Church South, praying for the enactment of legislation
to further restrict the sale and traffic of opium, which were
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a memorial of the Emerald Club, of Pater-
son, N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro-
posed ftreaty of arbitration between the United States and
Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Itelations. &

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Federation of Labor
of Knnkakee, 111, praying for the enactment of legislation with-
drawing the United States froops from the Mexican border,
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Dunlap,
I, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Ancient Order of
Hibernians, of Brainerd, Minn., remonsirating against the rati-
fieation of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United
States and Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee
on [Moreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota Wool Growers'
Association, praying for the adoption of an amendment to
Schedule K of the present tariff law providing reasonable pro-
tection to the wool growers of the Mississippi Valley, which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of the Morning Star
Sunday School, of McPherson, Kans, praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation of
intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topeka,
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation withdrawing the
Tnited States troops from the Mexican border, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of James Collins, of
Manchester, N. H,, and 254 other citizens of New Hampshire,
praying for the establishment of a national department of
publie health, which were referred to the Committee on I"ublic
ITealth and National Quarantine.

He also presented memorials of Herman Anderson, of Milan;
C., W. I'arr, of North Weare; William Chesbro, of East Deer-
ing; J. W. Clark, of North Weare; William F. Colesworthy, of
Canaan; Fred O. Lavene, of Winchester; Edward Flanders,
of Clinton Grove; Edgar C. Breed, of Weare; Oliver C. Dimond,
of West Concord; 8. R. Hanscom, of Errol; Fred A. Wesson, of
Lancaster; Gaun E. Gonell, of Tilton; and John D. Hutchin-
son, of West Chesterfield, all of the State of New Hampshire,
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal
trade agreement between the United States and Canada, which
were referred to the Committee on Finance,

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of the Salt Lake
Socialist Party, of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the enact-
ment of legislation withdrawing the United States troops from
the Mexican border, which was referred to the Committee on
IForeign Relations. -

Mr. JONES. I present a joint memorial adopted by the
Legislature of the State of Washington, which I ask may be
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Com-
merce.

i

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO



188

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

APrIL 13,

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to
the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Senate Jolut memorial C.

To the Secnate and Iouse of Represcniatives of the United Stales in
Congress assembled:

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Washington,
would respectfully represent:

The Bay of Port Townsend and Oak Bay, in the State of Washington,
are now separated by a narrow strip of land from 100 to 150 feet in
width, and by reason of this obstructien vessels going north from
Puget Bound are com}miled to pass around Marrowstone ’oint, exposed
to the heavy swells direct from the ccean, We would further represent
that lght-dreft and stern-wheel steamers are forbidden by the United
States local inspectors from doing business Letween the city of Port
Townsend and cther citics on Puget Sound south of Marrowstone I'oint
during the winter months. We would further represent that the re-
moval of this obstruction would present n safo means of communica-
tion ddring the entlre year, and also shorten the distanec to be trav-
cled by water at least 13 miles, and that said obstruction c¢an be re-
moved for the snm of $80,000.

The number of vessels and tonnage enterlng from and clearing for
forelgn qurts for the fiscal year endlng June 30, 1010, was 5,007, with
the total tonange of 2,810,010, There i3 no record of vessels {n the
coastwise trade, as they are not required to enter or clear, but a con-
servative estimate would place it as nearly double the foreizn tonnage,
in addition to what we term the “ local fleet” of Puget Sound.

Many of the fore and coastwlse vessels would use the canal, if
constructed, but its importance for protection of the loeal sound fleet
and the lumber industry is still greater, the facts concerning which are
as follows: Beven veasels of the local ficet ply between the upper
sound polnts to Port Townsend and to points by way of Port Town-
send. The number of trips made by these vessels annually in both direc-
tionz were 3,848, with a fotal tonnage of 2323068, Daurlng eight
months ending August 31, 1910, they carried 73,233 tons of freight for
local points. The average for the year would therefore be in excess of
105,000 tons. 1If the cansl was constructed, every one of thege vessels
would make use of this passage.

There 18 an annual towage from the Btralts direet to upper sound
mills of 75,000,000 to 100,000,000 feet of logs, all of which would make
use of this canal. 1t Is not an unusual sight to sce six or seven tugs
with tows of lozs from IPort Townsend Day awaiting favoerable oppor-
tunity to round Marrowstone Point. During tlme of storm the weather
conditions off Marrowstone I'oint and cpposite the entrance to Tort
Townsend Day are ns bad as can be found outside of I'oint Wilson,
which the Government designated as open ocean.

The Erotcction which this canal would afford to the smaller yessels of
Puget Sound and to the lumber industries would, in itself, be sufficient
to warrant the expenditure of the money necessary for its excavation
and completion.

In the Interests of the industries at the head of Port Townsend Bay.
such as the Western Stecl Corporation plant st Irondale, the plant of
the Classon Chemical Co. at Hadlock, and the Washington Mill Co. In-
terests at the same place. this ecanal is even more nccessary, for the
constantly inereasing busipness at these points demand a constantly in-
creasing {rnmc by water, wlich trafiic Is handleapped at present not
only by bad weather conditiona to be found off Marrowstone Point, but
by "additional distance of oyer 12 miles, which must be traveled in
order to reach these Industries.

With this canal completed, traffic between Seattle and other polnts on
Puzet Sound and the various polnts on Port Townsend Bay would be
augmented, in that it would be open to smaller vesscls than those which
are mow required, owing to the necessity of Iiasalng at times through
excecdingly rough and dangerous weather off Marrowstone Point,

We, your petitioners, would therefore respectfully request that an
a) propr'}ation of sald sum of §850,000 be made for the purposes herein
agxted. and as in dot

bound your retitlanem will ever pray.
Passed the senate February 28, 1911,
W. H. PADLITAMUS,

President of the Senate.

HowArD D. TAYLOR,
Speaker of the Houee.

Mr. JONES. I present a joint memorial adopted by the Legis-
lature of the State of Washington, which I ask may be printed
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to
the Committes on the Judiclary and ordered to be printed in
the Recoep, as follows:

Senate joint memorial 4.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Rcpresentatives in Congress
assembled:

We, your memorinlists, the Senate and Iouse of Ilepresentatives of
the State of Washinzton, in lezislative session assembled (twelfth regu-
lar session), reapectfully petition:

That the bill now before Congress providing that aneal may be
taken from the decisions rendered by the Becretary of the Interior to
the Circult Court of the United States in and for the District of Colum-
bia be modified, In that appeals from the decislons of the Becretary of
the Interior be taken to the circuit court of the United States for the
district in which the land under controversy 1s situated, and that the
bill when so amended be enacted Into law.

Passed the senate February 0, 1011, -

W. H. PAULEAMUS,

Preeldent of the Renate.

Passed the house March 4, 1011,

Passed the house March 4, 1011.
Howairp D, TavLor,
Kpecaker of the House.

Mr. TAYLOR. I present a joint resoiution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of 'Tennessee, which I ask may be
printed in the REcorp and referred to the Commitlee on Immi-
gration.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred
to the Committee on Immigration and ordered to be prinfed in
the Recorp, as follows:

Senate joint resolution 27.

Whereas the United States Immigration Commission after four years
investigation and the expenditure of $1,000,000 has made a 40-volume
report to Congress; and -

Viereas It |s bofng proposed that the Immigration eyils from which
the Northeastern Btates are suffering be relleved by diverting and dis-
tributing the aliens now crowding into and congesting the slums,
sweatsliops, and city conters of the Northeast; and

Whereas the Immigration Commission clearly points out that this
iIs the only country with any considerable net forelgn lmmigration,
our laws and administrative policy are the weakest of nny new coun-
try, and that * substantial restrictlon 1s demanded by cconomle, moral,
and cocinl considerations,” and the {lliteracy test is recommended ** as
the most feasible single method for excluding undeslrable lmmigration :
Therefore be It

Resolved Ly the State Scnate of Tenncasee (the House concurring),
That we hereby memorinlize Congress to Immediately enaet some such
filiteracy test as 1s recommended by the Immigration Commlission as is
law In Australia, New Zealand, and other new countrles, pnss other
needed immigration legislation along the lines of the Immigration
Commisslon’s suggestions, and do not ;I.‘IS& any legislation looking to
the diversion and distribution of the kind of allen population that is
now con;:ostinﬁ the fortheastern citles and causing so many evila
there; and be it further

Iecsolved, That a certified copy of this reselution De sent by the
Secretary of the Scnate at once to the I’resident of the United States,
to our two United States Senators, and each of our Reprezentatlves at
Washington, I. C., with the request that it be presented to Congress
and properly referred,

Adopted February 7, 1011,

N. BaxTer, Jr.,
Speaker of the Scnate.
A. M. Lmacm,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives.

Approved, February 0, 1011,

Bex W. Hooren, Governor.

I, W. D. Scruggs, chlef clerk of the senate, hercby certify that this
is a true and correet copy of scnate joint resolution No. 27, adopted
YFebruary 7, 1011,

W. D, Scruacas,
Chief Clerk of the Scnate.

Mr. TAYLOR presented a petition of Local Branch Sons of
the Revolution, of Memphis, Tenn., praying for the enactment
of iegislation providing for a compilation for publication of the
military and naval records of the Revolutionary War, which
was referred to the Committee on Military Affalrs. 8

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens and business
firms of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the enanctment
of legislation to prohibit the dealing in cotton futures, etc.,
which were referred fo the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presenied a joint resolution adopted by the Legisla-
ture of thie State of Tennessee, praying for the adoption of an
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy, which was
referred to the Committee on the Judicliary.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of Cascade
Grange, No. 92, of Oakland; Aroostook County Pomona Grange,
No. T; Local Grange No. 165, of Perham; Highland Grange,
No. 364, of North Penobscot; Schoodic Grange, No. 420, of
Franklin; and of Sliver Lake Grange, No. 327, of Weeks Mills,
all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Maine, remon-
strating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade
agreement between {he United States and Canada, which were
referred to the Committee on Finance.

ITe also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Waterville,
Me., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbi-
tration between the United States and Great Britain, which was
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

He nlso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gardiner,
Me., praying for the establishment of a national department
of public health, which was referred to the Committee on Public
Health and National Quarantine.

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey presented memorials of Rock-
town Grange, No. 8, of Burlington; Millstone Valley Grange, No.
169 ; Rancocas Grange, No. 345 ; Mullica Hill Grange, No.51; and
Somerset Grange, No. 7, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the
State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the enactment of
legislation to regulate the sale and transportation of foods in cold
storage, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 169, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Millstone, N. J,, praying for the adoption of
certain amendments to the present oleomargarine law, which
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented memorials of the Emerald Club, of Eliza-
beth; of the Ancient Order of Hibernians of Ilizabeth; of
Robert Fischer, of Paterson; and of M. A. McMahon, of Pater-
son, all in the State of New Jersey, remenstrating against the
ratification of the proposed treaty of arbltration between the
United States and Great Britain, which were referred to the
Committée on Foreign Relations,
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IIe also presented the petition of Maxcy Applegate, of Free-
hiold, N. J., praying for the ratification of the proposed recipro-
cal trade agreement between the United States and Canada,
which was referred to the Committes on Finance.

He also presented n petition of the congrezation of the Clare-
mont Presbyterian Church, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for
thie enactment of legislation to prolibit the interstate trans-
mission of race-gambling bets, ete.,, which was referred to the
Conimittee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of TLoeal Grange, Patrous of
Husbandry, of Millstone, N, J., and a petition of sundry citizens
of Salem and Hasbrouck Heights, N. J., praying for the passiage
of the so-called parcels-post bill, which were referred to the
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented memorials of Johnsonburg Grange, No. 189
Monmouth Grange, No. 92; Cedarville Grange, No. 34; Burling-
ton Grange, No. 150; Lincoln Grange, No. 136, Westwood; To-
waco Grange, No. 194; Moravian Grange, Hope; Hamilton
Grange, No. 79, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, and of sundry
citizens of Jersey City, Ridgewood, Murray Hill, Paterson, Ho-
boken, Cranford, and Weehawken, all in the State of New
Jersey, remonstrating against the ratifieation of the proposed
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and Can-
ada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

I1e also presented petitions of the congregation of the First
Presbyterian Chureh, of Newark; of Mountain View Couneil, of
Wayne; of Anthony Wayne Council, of Newark; of Friendship
Council, No. 81, of New Market, of the Junior Order United
American Mechanies; of Washington Camp, No. 79, Patriotic
Order Sons of America, of Frenchtown; and of sundry citizens
of Metuchen, North Long Branch, and Plainville, all in the
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to
further restriet immigration, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Immigration.

He also presented the petition of Lieut. Col. George L. For-
man and officers of the Second New Jersey Infantry, National
Guard, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pay to
certain officers of the National Guard, which was referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Columbia
Heights Citizens' Association of the District of Columbia, pray-
ing for the- establishment of an inebriate hospital in the Dis-
trict, which was referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Tilton,
Errol, Mason, Milan, West Concord, Weare, Boscawen, Nor-
walk, Atkinson, and Canaan, and of Local Grange, Patrons of
Jushandry, of New London, all in the State of New Hampshire,
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal
irade agreement between the United States and Canada, which
were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SHIVELY presented memorials of J. T. Baer, O. A.
Harris, Jacob W. Metzger, Harmon 8. Mosher, John W. Masher,
0. B. Creager, L. C. Mosher, and J. E. Burd, of Columbia City,
Ind.; of the Indianapolis Brush & Broom Manufacturing Co.,
of Indianapolis, Ind.; and of Local Grange No. 2142, Patrons of
ITusbandry, of Seymour, Ind., remonstrating against the ratifi-
cation of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition of the Montgomery County
Medical Society, of Red Oak, Iowa, praying for the establish-
ment of a national department of public health, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quaran-
tine.

He also presented memorials of the Troy Agricultural Club,
of Eagle Grove; of White Prairie Grange, No. 2039, Patrons of
Husbandry, of Wilton Junction; and of sundry citizens of
Nemaha and Corwith, in the State of Iowa, remonstrating
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree-
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Iinance,

Mr. McLEAN presented a memorial of H. & T. McCluskey &
Sonsg, of New Haven, Conn., remonstrating against the ratifien-
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the
United States and Canada, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

He also presented petitions of 250 citizens of Stamford, Green-
wich, Norwalk, South Norwalk, and Darien, all in the State of
Connecticut, praying for the establishment of a national de-
partment of public health, which were referred to the Committee
on Public Health and National Quarantine.

He algo presented petitions of Good Will Grange, of Glaston-
bury; Local Grange of Columbia; Local Grange of Suffield;
Waugumbaug Grange, of South Coventry; and Local Grange of

Somers, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Con-
necticut, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post
bill, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads.

AMr. WETMORE presented a petition of sundry members of
the Grand Army of the Republic, Headquarters Department of
Ithode Island, praying for the enactment of legislation provid-
ing for a proposed increase in the Army and Navy, which was

| reforred to the Committee on Naval Aflairs.

Mr, WARREN., I have numerous telegrams in the nature
of petitions from State assoclations, county associationg, and
business associntions with reference to a proposed change in
tariff schedule K. They are In the nature of requests that a
postponement may be had of the consideration of that subject
vntil the Tariff Board has been heard from, with a full report
on that industry. It is understocd that the Tariff Board is now
engnged in investigating woolgrowing and wool manufacturing,
have been so engaged for some months, and will be so engaged
for some little time to come.

As I do not wish unduly to encumber the Recorp I ask that
one from a State association, a very short one, and one from a
county association may be printed in the Recorp, and the others
simply noted in the Recorp as such petitions are usually noted.

There being no objection, the petitions indicated by Mr.
WaRrEN were ordered to be printed in the Recorp and referred
to the Committee on Finance, as follows:

DExvER, CoLo., April 10, 131i
Hon Fraxcis E. WAREEX

bt
United States Scnator, Washington, D. 0.

On Dbehalf of the woolgrowers of Wyoming I vigorously protest
nzainst any change being made In schedyle K untii the Natlonal
Tarif Commission reports in full. Reeciprocal and tariff agitation has
caused an irreparable injury to all industries of the West and we
demand that our interest be not further unjnst? assailed.

. A. DEFELDER,
President Wyoming Wool Groiwcers Association.

Rock SeniNgs, Wyo., April 10, 1911,
Scnator F. E. WARREX,

TWashington, D. C.

Forty members of our assoclation trust that you be given renewed
strengih and vigor to combat successfully any attempt to reduce the
tarif on wool. The results of previous cxpericnce with tariff reduc-
tion even one cent lower than it is now has proved on trial to be
insufficient to erve the sheep industry, and that when the growing
of wool cost at least one-fourth less than it does now. We pray that
justice may prevail that we may live.

SWEETWATER COUXTY WoOL GROWERS ASSOCIATION.

Mr. WARREN presented memorials of Lewis Barker, Wyo-
ming sheep commissioner, central district; Hon. F. 8. King,
sheep commissioner, northern district; J. J. Bentley, sheep com-
missioner, northern district; J. 8. Atherly, secretary-treasurer,
board of sheep commissioners; DBoyer Bros., of Wamsutter;
John Piggett, of Lander; Robert Pollock, C. H, Jenkins, George
Hartman, Spalding & Soule, Chris Lkine, Joe Lane, James Mc-
Gibbon Sons, A. W. Augspurgur, A. RR. Peters, Flake Hall, Ashley
Hall, William Speil, WW. W. Bowers, J. D. Naffyiger, Albany
County Sheep & Wool Growers' Association, Elmer Lapash,
Ward Ash, Barin Land Cattle Co., Jane Stoddart, W. W. Owen,
Frank Prager, Alex Bowie, E. J. Bell, Davis & Thomas, Otto
Gramm, A. L. Hall, Charles Hull, James Atkinson, sr., William
Atkinson, James Atkinson, jr., Theo V. Tregoning, Bert Hess,
John Innes, F. L. King Bros. Co., Swan Land Cattle Co., Lara-
mie Development Co., Running Water Ranch Co., Toltee Live-
stock Co., Riverside Land Stock Co., Milbrook Land & Live
Stock Co., H. U. Small, and Osear Sodegreen, of Laramie, all in
the State of Wyoming, remonstrating agninst any change being
made in Schedule K of the present tariff law until the Tariff
Board makes its report and the report is duly considered, which
were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of the State Asso-
clation of Creamery Owners and Managers, of Wisconsin, pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the sale and
transportation of foods in cold storage, which was referred to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Glen
Flora, Wis.,, remonstrating against the repeal of the present
oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hiles,
Wis., remonstrating against the ratifieation of the proposed
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and Can-
ada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of George D. Egzleston Post,
No. 133, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic,
of Appleton, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called old-
age pension bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions.
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kaukaunee,
Wis,, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels post bill,
Ehich was referred to the Committee on I’ost Offices and Post

oads. .

Mr. TOWNSEND presented memorials of the farmers’ clubs of
Sand Beach; Odessa; Berrien Center; Adrian; Harbor Beach;
Ferry; Mount Pleasant; Tonia; White Pigeon; York Township,
Washtenaw County; Vietor Township, Clinton County; Grant;
Holloway ; Goodland Township, Lapeer County; Dowagiac; and
Plainwell; and of Kates Bay Grange, No. 1367; Cavanaugh
Lake Grange, No. 908; Lincoln Grange; DBranch County Po-
mona Grange, No. 22; Batavia Grange, No. 05; Greenwood
Grange, No. 1217: Chippewa County Grange, No. 66; Mason
Grange, No. 265; Studley Grange, No. 1174; Leelanau Grange,
No. 1556; Gilead Grange, No. 400; Sitka Grange, No. 801;
Brady Grange, No. 61; and Liberty Grange, of the Patrons of
ITusbandry, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be-
tween the Unifed States and Canada, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance,

Mr. LORIMER presented memorials of Pomono Grange, No.
85, of Peoria County; of Charter Oak Grange, No. 1685, of
Peoria; and of Alta Grange, No, 1350, of Alta, all of the Patrons
of Husbandry; and of the Trades and Labor Assembly, of
Quincy, and sundry citizens of MeLean County, and Dunlap, all
in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the ratification
of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on
Finance.

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Bala-
ton, Minn., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr, CRANE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boston,
Mass., praying for the establishment of a national department
of public health, which were referred to the Commitiee on
Public Health and National Quarantine.

Mr. PAGE presented a memorial of Local Grange, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Fair Haven, Vt., and a memorial of sundry
citizens of Bellows Falls, Vt., remonstrating against the rati-
fieation of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

JOINT COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS.

Mr. GAMBLE. From the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably,
without amendment, the joint resolution (S. J. RRes. 5) to create
a joint committee to continue the consideration of the revision
and codification of the laws of the United States. I call the
attention of the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heypurx] to
the joint resolution.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the joint resolution.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides
for the appointment of a special joint committee, consisting of
five Senators, to be appointed by the Vice President from Mem-
bers of the Sixty-second Congress, and five Members of the
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker from
the Members of the Sixty-second Congress, to examine, con-
sider, and submit to Congress recommendations upon the revi-
sion and codification of laws reported by the Statutory Revision
Commission, heretofore authorized to revise and codify the laws
of the United States, including all laws of a general nature,
permanent in character, passed since the submission to Con-
gress, on December 15, 1006, of the final report of said com-
mission; and that the joint committee be authorized to sit
during the recess of Congress and to employ necessary assist-
ants, to order such printing and binding done as may be required
in the transaction of its business, and to incur such expenses
as may be deemed necessary, all such expense to be paid in equal
proportions from the contingent funds of the Senate and House
of Nepresentatives,

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ADDITIONAL LAEBORER IN THE STATIONERY ROOM,

Mr. GAMBLE. I am directed by the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which
was referred the following resolution (8. Res. 8) submitted by
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] on the Oth instant:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby ls,
authorized to employ an addlitional laborer in the Senate stationery

room at the rate of $720 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fond
of the Senate until otherwise provided for—

to report it favorably, and I call the attention of the Senator
from Virginia to it.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. T ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the resolution.

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and .
agreed to,

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED,

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows: -

By Mr. TAYLOR:

A Dbill (8. 746) providing for the payment of certain land
claims; to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims.

A bill (8. 747) to locate, map, and mark field of batile fought
near Nashville, Tenn., December 15 and 16, 1864, to construct
driveways, ete., and make an appropriation for same;

A Dbill (8. 748) granting an honorable discharge and back
pay to William C. Chandler;

A bill (8. 749) to correct the military record of Thomas Y,
Patton ;

A bill (8. 750) to remove the charge of desertion resting
against Benjamin H, Frisbie and to grant him an honorable
discharge;

A bill (8. 751) to remove the charge of desertion standing
against William M. Cox (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 752) to establish a national military park at the
battlefield of Stone River; and

A bill (8. 763) establishing the Franklin National Military
Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 754) for the relief of M. E. Hall and the estate of
James B. Hall, deceased; to the Committee on Claims,

A Dbill (8. 7565) granting a pension to John W. Sturm

A bill (8. 766) granting an increase of pension to Ollie M,
Croghan ;

A bill (8, 7567) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
A. Yates;

A bill (8, 768) granting an increase of pension to James A,
Russell ;

A bill (8. 759) granting an increase of pension to John T.
Phillips;

A bill (8. 700) granting an increasc of pension to Walter
Moore; ;

A bill (8. T61) granting a pension to Mary McCloud;

A bill (8. 762) granting a pension to Joseph Owen Dennison ;

A Dbill (8. 763) granting a pension to Robert I8, Taber;

A bill (8. 764) granting a pension to George W. Johnson;

A bill (8. T65) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
H. Norman ;

A Dbill (8. 766) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
Laws;

A bill (8. 767) granting an increase of pension to Mary V.
Webster;

A bill (8. 768) granting a pension to Tide Owens;

A bill (8. 769) granting a pension to Martha A. Connor;

A bill (8. 770) granting a pension to Elihu Messer;

A bill (8. 771) granting an increase of pension to Lottie J.
Lewis;

A bill (8. 772) granting a pension to Georgia B, Snapp;

A bill (8. 773) granting a pension to Israel W. Bennett;

A bill (8. 774) granting a pension to Blza Houston;

A bill (8. 776) granting a pension to William A. Hamilton;

A bill (S, 776) granting an increase of pension to Walter
Moore;

A bill (8, 777) granting a pension to Thomas MecCavan;

A bill (8. 778) granting a pension to Christopher H. Dippre;

A bill (8. 779) granting a pension to David C. Bowman;

A bill (8. 780) increasing the rate of pension to all soldiers
and sailors of the War with Mexico and the widows of such
soldiers and sailors;

A bill (8. 781) granting an increase of pension to John N.
Cooter (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Michael Grace (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A Dbill (8. 783) granting a pension to John A. Estep (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GORE: -

A bill (S, 784) to appropriate a portion of the proceeds aris-
ing from the sale of public Jands in Oklahoma for the construc-
tion of public highways and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands.
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A Dbill (8. 785) granting an increase of pension to Elias
Cleveland ; and

A bill (8. 786) granting an increase of pension to Joel Good-
rick (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
siong,

By Mr. WATSON:

A bill (8. 787) granting a pension to Lucinda Skidmore;

A bill (8. 788) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
. Reed;

A bill (8.
Vincent;

A bill (8.
Taylor:

A bill (8.
Toothman;

A Dbill (8. 792) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
F. Spencer;

A bill (8. 793) granting an increase of pension to Eunice M.
Lemley ;

A bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Leslie Harding

A Dbill (8. 795) granting a pension to Ebb Workman ;

A bl]I (S. 796) granting an increase of pension to William J.
Davis

A bll]. (8.
Cain;

A bill (S. 708) granting an increase of pension to Amos Hoy;

A bill (8. 799) granting a pension to Rebecea Strouther;

A bill (8. 800) granting an increase of pension to John Boler;

A bill (8. 801) granting an increase of pension to Charles E.
Chadock ;

A bill (8. 802) granting an increase of pension to Alexander
W. Barnes;

A bill (8. 803) granting a pension to Andrew P. Crumley;

A bill (S. 801) granting an increanse of pension to Robert R
Whiteman ;

Pllhlibm (8. 805) granting an increase of pension to Andy

1
s t:q\ bill’ (8. 806) granting an increase of pension to Margaret

ton;

A bill (8. SOT) granting an increase of pension to James Me-
Connell ;

A bill (S. 808) granting an inerease of pension to Hiram S.
Shahan;

A Dbill (8. 809) granting a pension to George W. Johnson;

A bill (8. 810) granting an increase of pension to Bernard F.
Morrow ;

A bill (8. 811) granting an increase of pension to David C.
Morgan; and

A Dbill (8. 812) granting an increase of pension to John R. Tol-
bert; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 813) to correct the military record of David N.
Kinkead; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: -

A bill (8. 814) granting a pension to Georgie A. Fifield (with
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SWANSON:

A bill (8. 815) granting a pension to Thomas Allen; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GALLINGER :

A bill (8. 816) to provide for plans and specifications for two
high schools in the Distriet of Columbin (with accompanying
papers) ; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

A bill (8. 817) appropriating $25,000 for the repair of the
wooden warship Portsmouth ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. CULLOM:

A bill (8. 818) granting an inerease of pension to Barlow
A. McCoy;

A bill (8. 810) granting an increase of pension to William
Baber; and

A bill (8. 820) granting an increase of pension to Chastina
H. Hawley; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DU PONT:

A bill (8. 821) for the relief of Simon Bollinger; and

A bill (8. 822) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin 8.
Roberts; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 823) granting an increase of pension to Frances
Doherty;

A bill (8. 824) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A.
Thatcher; and

A Dbill (8. 825) granting an increase of pension to Mary B.
Trusty; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. McCUMBER :

A bill (8. 826) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry; and

A bill (8. 827) for the relief of Isaac L. Reese; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

780) granting an increase of pension to Santford
790) granting an increase of pension to W. DI.
701) granting an increase of ADeuslon to Anary

T97) granting an increase of pension to David

A bill (8. 828) granting an increase of pension to John T.

unt;

A bill (8. 829) granting an increase of pension to Joseph N.
Baker;

A bill (8. 830) granting an increase of pension to Beward
Newtson (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. B31) granting an inerease of pension to Hardy H.
La Due (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 832) granting an increase of pension to Adeibert
BE. Bliss (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN :

A bill (8. 83) for the relief of the State of Oregon;

A bill (8. 834) for the relief of the State of Oregon;

A bill (8. 835) for the relief of Thomas Coyle and Bridget
Coyle and their legal representatives;

A bill (8. 836) for the relief of Joel J. Parker; and

A bill (8. 837) to reimburse the officers and crew of the light-
house tender Manzanita for personal-property losses sustained
by them on the foundering of that tender Oectober 6, 1905; to
the Committee on Claims.

A Dbill (8. 838) to correct the military record of David . B.
Winniford; and

A bill (8. 830) for fhe relief of Andrew Jackson Rand (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 840) granting a pension to Philip C. Elbert (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 841) granting increase of pensions to survivors of
the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1802, and June 27,
1902; and

A bill (8. 842) granting a pension to Le Claire H. Evans
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. BRIGGS :

A bill (8. 843) for the relief of the heirs of Marianne Sainte
Ana Schrepper; to the Committee on Private Land Claims.

By Mr. CUMMINS:

A bill (8. 844) to extend the free transmission through the
mails of official mail matter of the Organized Militia of the
several States;

A bill (8. 845) to increase the efliciency of the Army and the
Organized Militia of the United States; and

A bill (8. 846) to remove the charge of desertion from the
mﬂitary record of William M. Carroll (with accompanying

; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bm (S. 847) concerning baggage and excess baggage car-
ried by common carriers in the Distrlct of Columbia and the
Territories, and common carriers while engaged in commerce
between the States and between the States and foreign nations,
and preseribing the duties of such common carriers in reference
thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses and fixing
the punishment therefor, and repealing all conflicting laws; and

A Dbill (8. 848) to promote the safety of travelers by limiting
to 14-hour shifts the service of interstate employees in train
service on interstate railroads and to provide for stated peri-
ods of permitted rest for such employees; to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

A Dill (8. $40) to amend section 1014 of the Nevised Btatutes
of the United States; fo the Committee on the Judiciary.

A bill (S. 850) to amend an act entitled “An act to legalize
and establish o pontoon railway bridge across the Mississippl
River at Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the construction
of a similar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa,” approved June
6, 1874 ; to the Committee on Commerce.

A bill (8. 851) to change the name of Fort Place, from Sev-
enteenth to Eighteenth Streets NI, to Irving Street; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

A bill (8. 852) for the relief of D. M, Rowland; and

A bill (8. 853) for the relief of the estate of Silas F. Baker,
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 854) to require the National Monetary Commission
to make final report on or before December 4, 1011, and to re-
peal sections 17, 18, and 19 of the act entitled “An act to amend
the national banking laws,” approved May 30, 1908, the repeal
to take effect December 5, 1911; to the Committec on Finance.

A bill (8. 835) fo exiend the provisions of the act of June
27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations,
and benefits of an act entitled ‘An aect granting pensions to the
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known
as the Black Hawk War, Cherokee disturbance, and the Scmi-
nole War,' approved July 27, 1802 ";

A bill (8. 856) granting pensluns to soldiers, sailors, and
marines confined in Confederate prisons;

A bill (8. 857) granting an increase of pension to James Y.
Kennedy;
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A bill (8. 858) granting an increase of pension to William E.
Brown;

A bill (8. 830) granting an increase of pension to William
Rider;

A bill (8. 86G0) granting an increase of pension to Ellas
Palmer;

A bill (8. 861) granting an inerease of pension to Andrew Bal-

L3 i

A bill (8. 862) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah
Williams;

A Dbill (S. 863) granting an increase of pension to Miller CO.
Hunter;

A bill (8. 864) granting an increase of pension to James I.
Firman;
MA bill (8. 8G5) granting an increase of pension to John OC.

arting »

A Dbill (8. 866) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 8.
Coffman ;

A Dbill (8. 867) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
G

raft;
A Dbill (8. 868) granting an increase of pension to Joel Ames
‘(with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 869) granting a pension to Archie S. Blackmer
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 870) granting an inerease of pension to William
Henry Cray (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 871) granting an increase of pension to Robert B.
Nicol (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 872) granting an increase of pension to L. W.
Brattain (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A.
(iorms (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committec on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GAMBLE:

A bill (8.874) providing for the allotment of lands to certain
members of the Ponca Tribe of Indians, and for other pur-
poses; and

A bill (8. 875) for the relief of the Mission Farm Co., Peter |

Yolondra, and others; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

A Dbill (8. 876) to provide for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a public building thereon at Bellefourche, in the
State of South Dakota; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. TOWNSEND :

A Dbill (8. 877) granting an increase of pension to Archie I.
Dooth;

A Dbill (8. 878) granting an increase of pension to Willinm
Deary:

A bill (8. 879) granting a pension to Elizabeth Epke;

5 A bill (8. 880) granting an inerease of pension to Charles W.
ead;

A bill (8. 881) granting a pension to Fred M. Weeks;

A bill (8, 882) granting a pension to Catherine M, Rogers;

A bill (8. 883) granting an increase of pension to Francis
Caux (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dill (8. 88%4) granting an increase of pension to Harvey L.
Rose (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 885) granting an increase of pension to Henry II.
Larkins (with acecompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 856) granting an inerease of pension to Rodney O.
Hazen (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 887) granting an increase of pension to George K.
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; and

A Dbill (8. 888) granting an increase of pension to Dorethey
Wasail (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. JONES:

A bill (8. 889) providing for the manner of making payment
for water rights under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla-
mation of Arid Lands.

A Dill (8. 890) to create a board to correet military records;
to the Commitiee on Military Affairs.
= A Dbill (8. 891) granting an increase of penslon to Thomas H,

utter;

A bill (8. 892) granting an increase of pension to George W.
Simmons; and

A bill (8. 893) granting increase of pensions to survivors of
the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1802, and June 27,
1902 ; to the Committee on Pensions.

DBy Mr. BRADLEY :

A Dbill (8. 804) to earry out the findings of the Court of Claims
in the claims of Kentucky drafted men: and '

A Dbill (8. 895) for the relief of the Methodist Epjiscopal
Clhiurch of Louisa, Ky.; to the Tommittee on Claims,

A bill (S. 806) to extend the provisions of the pension laws
to officers and enlisted men of State military organizations who
rendered military service to the Union during the War of the
Rebellion, and to their widows, minor children, and dependent
parents; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, HEYBURN:

A bill (8. 87) for the relief of Alfred I. Dutten (with accom-
panying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LORIMER: | 3

A bill (8. 80S) for the relief of James W. Kingon; to the
Committee on Claims,

A Dbill (8. 809) to correct the military record of John II.
Fesenmeyer ;

A bill (8, 900) to amend the military record of Carlos Baker;

A bill (8. 901) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of John C. Whitten;

A bill (8. 902) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of Lorenzo F. Brown;

A bill (8. 903) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of Theodore Reichel; and

A bill (8. 904) to amend the military record of Andrew W.
Sears; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GRONNA :

A bill (8. 005) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State
of North Dakota; to the Committee on I'isheries.

A DIl (8, 906) to increase the compensation of rural mail
carriers; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

By Mr. BRANDEGEE :

A bill (8. 207) granting an increase of pension to John
Meeghan ;

A bill (8, 908) granting an increase of pension to Alburtus
H. Wallter;

- A bill (8. 909) granting an increase of pension to Philo 8.
artow;

7 A hiiII (8. 010) granting an increase of pension to Mary
franets ;

\"1\1‘ bill (8. 911) granting an inerease of pension to Alonzo C.

Nell

A Dbill (8, 912) granting an increase of pension to Ella G.
Crawford;

’ .-l\ bill (8. 913) granting an increase of pension to Louis
utoz;

A Dill (8. 914) granting an increase of pension to Henry
Worthington ;

IIA ihill (8. 915) granting an increase of pension to Mary M,
oxie;

A bill (8, 916) granting an increase of pension to Jerome A,
Shirley;

A Dill (8. 917) granting an increase of
Chappell ;

A bill (8. 918) granting an increase of pension to Perry B.
Johnson ;

A Dbill (8. 919) granting an increase of pension to William
I. Jones;

" A Dill (8. 920) granting an increase of pension to William H,

ogue ; .
F,}\ !bill (S. 921) granting an increase of pension to Henry

frink;

A DI (8. 922) granting an increase of pension to Irederick
C. Payne;

A DIl (8. 923) granting an increase of pension to Jane De

pension to Hiram F.,

raw;

A Dill (8. 924) granting an inerease of pension to Virginia H.
Morgan;
TA{ bill (8. 925) granting an increase of pension to James

ucker ;

A bill (8. 920) granting an inerease of pension to Ransford
P. Williams;

A bill (8. D27) granting an increase of pension to Julia
Adams;

A bill (S. 928) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D.
Sheflield ;

A Dbill (8, 929) granting an increase of pension to Ellen I,
Payne; and

A bill (8. 930) granting an increase of pension to James N,
King; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. YOUNG: -

A bill (8. 931) granting an increase of pension to James ID,
Houghland; and

A bill (8. 932) granting an increase of pension to Rllas G.
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 983) for the relief of Charles Christian Melchert;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8., 034) granting an increase of pension to Martin
Ouderkirk;
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A bill (8. 935) granting an increase of pension to Minnic A.
Curtis; and

A bill (8. 036) granting a pension to Sarah A. Crawford; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. OLIVER:

A bill (8. 937) to regulate the rank of staff officers of the
.Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 938) for the relief of James Carter; to the Com-
mittee on Milltary Affairs.

A bill (8. 939) granting a pension to Adele A. C. Wilson; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WORKS:

A bill (8. 940) granting to the city of Los Angeles certain
rights of way in, over, and through certain public lands and
national forests in the State of Californin; to the Committee
on Public Lands.

By Mr. BRISTOW :

A bill (8. 941) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Rteynolds (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 942) granting an increase of pension to John H.
Cline; to the Committee on Pensions.

" By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama :

A bill (8. 943) to improve navigation on Black Warrior River,
in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. KERN:

A bill (8. 944) to amend an act entitled “An act providing for
publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing
elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected; to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

A bill (S. 945) granting an increase of pension to Allen
Turner (with accompanying papers) ;

LA bill (8. 946) granting an increase of pension to Robert H.
Celler;

A bill (8. 947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M.
Page (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 948) granting an increase of pension to John M,
Perry {(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 949) granting an increase of pension to Michael
Dolan (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 950) granting an increase of pension fo Abram
Ellis (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 951) granting an increase of pension to William
Leftrich (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 952) granting an increase of pension to Ilenry Clay
Campbell (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 953) granting an increase of pension to Fletcher S.
Dewey (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions. ;

By Mr. CULBERSON:

A bill (8. 954) to provide for the aecquisition of a site on
which to erect a public building at Gilmer, Tex.; and
. A Dbill (8. 955) to provide for the extension of the post-office
and courthouse building at Dallas, Tex.,, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

A bill (8. 956) to require statements of facts and to provide
for exceptions to rulings of courts in deportation cases; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLAPP:

A bill (8. 957) relating to bills of lading; to the Committee
on Interstate Commerce.

A bill (8. 958) to amend the public-printing law; to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

By Mr. OVERMAN:

A bill (S. 959) providing for the establishment of a term of
the district court for the eastern district of North Carolina at
Wilson, N. C.; to the Committee on the Judieiary.

A bill (8. 960) for the relief of Peter F. Pescud, jr., John S.
Pescud, Sue B. Craig, and Mollie I. Pescud, heirs at law of
Peter I, Peseud, deceased;

A bill (8. 961) for the relief of the heirs at law of E. L.
Shuford, deceased;

A bill (8. 962) for the relief of the State of North Carolina;

A bill (8. 063) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church in
Washington, N. C.;

A bill (8. 964) for the rellef of the Methodist Episcopal
Chureh Souih, in Washington, N. C.;

A bill (8. 965) for the relief of the Catholic Church in Wash-
ington, N. C.;

A bill (S. !}66) for the relief of the Zion African Methodist
Episcopal Church, of Beaufort, N. C.;

A Dbill (8. 967) for the relief of Gmce Protestant Episcopal
Church, of Plymouth, N. C.;

A Dbill (8. 968) for the relief of Salem Methodist Episcopal
Church South, of Wayne County, N. C.;
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A bill (8. 969) for the relief of Beulah Primitive Baptist
Chureh, of Johnston County, N. C.: and

A bill (S. 970) for the relief of Spencer Etheredge, J. I
Berry, and Charles Meekins, trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist
Church, of Roanoke Island, N. O.; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 971) granting a’'pension to Wiley 8. Itoberts (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CRANE:

A bill (8. 972) granting an increase of pensiou to Charles 8.
Page; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GORE:

(By request.) A bill (8. 973) to amend an act entitled “An
act in relation to the Hot Springs Reservation in Arkansas™;
to the Committee on the Judiciary. -

A bill (5.074) to correct the military record of Alonza Rich; and

A bill (8. 975) to remove the charge of desertion against
Elias Gibbs; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

A bill (8. 976) for the relief of the estate of Allen J. Mann,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 977) for the relief of the heir of Allen J. Mann,
sr., deceased ;

A bill (8. 978) for the relief of the heirs of Lisander John-
son, deceased;

A bill (S. 979) for the relief of Elizabeth MecLaughlin, heir
to William Hurley

1(!; bill (8. 980) for the relief of the heirs of Calep II. Stevens;
an

A bill (8. 981) for the relief of the heirs of W. T. Hundley;
to the Committee on Claims.

A Dbill (8..982) granting an increase of pension to Willlam H.
Dillingham

A bill (8. 983) granting
R. Chisam;

A bill (8. 984) granting a pension to Esau Walker;

A bill (8. 985) granting an increase of pension to
MeClain ;

A bill (8. 986) granting a pension to M, V. B, Chapman;

A bill (8, 987) granting a pension to Joseph D. Smith;

A bill (8. 988) granting a pension to Charles D. Belden;

A bill (8. 989) granting a pension to George Al Griffith;

Jé bill (8. 990) granting a pension to Aubrey P. Lawrence;
an

A bill (8. 991) granting an increase of pension to Daniel T,
Rose; to the Cominittee on Pensions.

By Mr. OWEN:

A bill (8. 992) granting a pension to Francelia L. King; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GORE:

A bill (8. 993) granting an increase of pension to Hiram
Brooks;

DA bill (8. 994) granting an increase of pension to William G.

OWns;

A bill (8. 995) granting an increase of pension to Thomas AL
Smith; and

A bill (8. 996) granting an increase of pension to Amos
Potter; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

By Mr. CHILTON :

A bill (8. 997) for the relief of lock masters, lockmen, and
other laborers and mechanics employed by the United States
Government in the locks and dams of the Kanawha River in
West Virginia; to the Commiitee on Claims.

By Mr. SHIVELY :

A bill (8, 998) for the relief of Henry G. Roetzel and Paul
Chipman (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. RAYNER:

A bill (8. 909) granting an increase of pension to Louise
Schenkel (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

A bill (8. 1000) for the relief of the heirs of William 8. Shoe-
maker, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr, LODGE:

A bill (8. 1001) to correct the military record of Andrew
Floyd and grant him an honorable discharge (with accom-
panying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

A bill (8. 1002) granting a pcns}on to Plerce O'Connell;

A bill (8. 1003) granting a pension to Evelina Spmgue'

A bill (8. 1004) granting a pension to Osmond Ames (with
accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Laura
Adam (with accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 1006) granting an increase of pension to Denis
McCloskey (with accompanying paper) ;

an increase of pension to Benjamin

William
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A bill (8. 1007) granting an increasc of pension to Mary J.
Bates (with accompanying papers) ; and

A Bill (8. 1008) granting an increase of pension to John F.
Walker (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions. :

By Mr. NELSON:

A bill (8.1009) granting an increase of pension to Mary C.
Greene;

Ml‘h bill (8. 1010) granting an increase of pension to Kate
er;

Sl{\ bill (8. 1011) granting an increase of pension to Angella L.
aw;

A DIl (8. 1012) granting an increase of pension to Carrie
Engberg; and -

A bill (8. 1013) granting an increase of pension to Jolin
MecConnell ; to the Commiitee on Fensions.

By Mr. CLAPP:

A Dbill (8. 1014) for the relief of the Ottawa Indian Tribe of
Blanchard Fork and Rouch de Boeuf; to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs.

A bill (8. 1015) granting an increase of pension to Lllen
Sargent;

A bill (8. 1016) granting an increase of pensicn to Minnile
Biraard;

A bill (8. 1017) granting a pension to Sarah A. Perkins;

A bill (8. 1018) granting a pension to Anna I, Freeman:

A bill (8. 1019) granting an increase of pension to John
Hodge;

A bill (8. 1020) granting an incrense of pension to Mary
White; i

A bill (8. 1021) granting a pension to Mrs. Jolin Brown;
]IZ[IA bill (8. 1022) granting an increase of peomsion to Calvin

{1 i

A bill (8. 1023) granting an increase of peusion to Arthur TJ.
* Powell (with accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 1024) granting an increase of pension to Nancy
Jenness (with accompanying paper) ;

A Bill (8. 1025) granting an increase of pension to IFrederick
Gunther (with accompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 1026) granting a peusion to Mary E, Seeley (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

~ By Mr. BURNHAM :

A bill (8. 1027) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G.
Marsh, alins Joseph Wright;

A Dill (8. 1028) granting an increase of pension to Edson H.
Webster;

A bill (8. 1029) granting an increase of pension to Silas II.

Avery;
A DIl (8. 1030) granting an increase of pension to Sidney F.
Sanborn;
A bill (8. 1031) granting an increase of pensgion to Andrew }
Jackson; :
A bill (8. 1032) granting an increase of pension to Timothy '
Covell, jr.; 3
I A bill (8. 1033) granting an increase of pension to Charles B,
oung;

A Lill (8, 1034) granting an increase of pension to John 1

Murphy; and

A DIl (8. 1035) granting an increase of pension to John W.
Ciirrier; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. FOSTER :

- A DBill (8. 1086) for the rellef of I. O. Johnson, jr.; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By AMr. CURTIS :

A bill (8. 1037) to amend rectlon § of an act entitled “An
act providing for an inspection of ments for exportation, pro-
hibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or
drink, and aunthorizing the President to malke proclamation in
certain cases, and for othor purposes”; to the Committee on
Finnnce.

A DBill (8. 1038) for the relief of the heirs of Simeon P. San-
didze (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims.

A bhill (8. 10290) for the rolief of Samuel R, Moon (with ac-
companying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1040) for the relief of Jason J. Jones (with accom-
panying paper) ;

A bill (8. 1041) to correct the military record of James

Ly;

M.\ Bill (8. 1042) to correct the military record of Samuel .
con; -

A bill (8. 1043) to correct the military record of James An-
ferson (with accompanying paper) ;

A bill (8. 1044) to correct the military record of Franklin
Bannon; and

¢+ zresd Quriag ity next sczsion, the sum of $5.000 is herchy
| ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria

A bill (8. 1045) to correct the military record of Christopher
L. Smith (with accompanying paper); fo the Commitiee on
Military Affairs.

A Dbill (8. 1046) granting an inercase of pension to Willlam
C. Cook (with necompanying papers);

A Dbill (8. 1047) granting an increase of pension to Joln W.
Teel (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1048) granting an increase of pension to George .
Pond (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1049) granting an increpse of pension to James Al
Hunt; .

A Dbill (8. 1050) granting a pension to I'rancis M. Hill:

A Dbill (8. 1051) granting an increase of pension to Hubbard
D. Carr;

A bill (8. 1032) granting an inerease of pension to William
A. Chapmian;

ACDiL (8. 1083) granting an increase of pension to Samuel N.
Johnson ;

A Dill (8. 1054) granting an increase of pension to W. F.
Hoffman; and

A bill (8. 1055) granting an increase of pension to George W.
Whaley; to the Cemmittee on Pensions.

By Mr. OVERMAN:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 18) authorizing the appointment
of a commission to adjust and settle certain elaims betwean the
United States and the State of North Carolina; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

STATUE OF THOMAS JEFFERBOX.

Mr. BACON. XMr. President, I introduce a bill, which T ask
may be read, and before any disposition is mnade of it, by refer-
ence or otherwise, I desire, with the permission of the Senate,
to say a word.

The bill (8. 745) providing for the erection of a statue to
Thomas Jefferson at Washington, D. O, was read the first time
by its title and the second time at length, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That a commissicn i3 berchy ereated, to be com-

sed of the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Committee on tho
JAUrary of the Scnate, and the chzirman of the Commi on the
Library of the House of Ilepresentatives, of the Si=ty-sccond Congress,
{0 seleet a mite on the public grounds in the District of Columhia for o
statiue of Thomas Jefferson, to ccst, ¢complets, not to excecd $100,000;
and, to procure plans and deslgns for the sime, to Le reported to Con-
tg.gpmprlatud

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen-
ate I desire to make a short statement in regard to this matter.
In the Fifty-eighth Congress, in pursuance of an amendment

| offered by myself, the sundry civil appropriation act contained

the following provision:

To enable a commission, which Is hereby created, to be composed of
the Becrctary of State, the chalrman of the Committee on the Library
af the Senate, ond the chalrman of the Committee on the Library of
the House of Representatives of the Pifty-efghth Congross, to select n
£ite on the publie grounds fn the Distriet of Columbia for n statue of
Thomas Jeflerson, to cost complets not to excced $100,000, and to pro-
cure plans and dealgns for fhe same to be reported to Congress during
its next sension, $3,000.

The Senate will perceive that the bill which I have intro-
dueced this morning is in those identical words, with siinply the
substitution of the Sixty-second Congress instead of the Iifty-
eighth Congress.

The sundry civil appropriation bill of that year was passed

' with that provision in it, and it passed ihe House, and was ap-

proved by the President and heeame a law. The subseguent fll-

i ness of the then Secretary of State, Mr. Hay, and his death o
| short time ‘thereafler, caused a delny in the execution of that

order of Congross, which fact was conununicated to Congress
in a Ietter by the then Secretary of State, Mr. RooT, now o
AMember of this body. I will read the letter of the then Secre-
tary of State, addressed to the Vice President, Charles W.
Fairbanks:

DRCARTMENT OF BTATE,
Waehington, May 5, 1006.

Sm: I have heen Instructed by the commisgion crented by the sundry
eivll approprintion act, approved April 25, 1904, “to be composed of
the Secrotary of State, the chalrman of the Committee on the Library
of the Senafe, and the chalrman of the Coramitter on the Library of
the House of NMepresentatives of the Fifty-cizhith Congress, to select n
slte on thunyub}lc grounds in the District of Columbia for a statue of
Thomas Jefferson * * * and to procure plans and deslpns, to be
reported to Congress during its next session,” to report to the Senate
that action under the statnte has been delayed by the fllness and death
of the Inte Becretary of State, Mr. Hay, but that the commission Las
socured the consent of Mr. Auﬁuntus 8t, Gaudens to make the deslgns

for the proposed statue, which will be prepared as snon ng Mr, St
Gaudens's health and previous enpgagements permit. The designs will
be transmitied to thercafter.

Congress without any aveidable dela
A eilmllar report has been made to the Speaker og
Reﬂremtntims.

espectinlly submitted.

Eumnu Roor, Cheirman.
Hon, CHARLES W, FAIRDANES,
President of the United Btates Scnate.

the House of
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Mr. President, the ill health of the artist, St. Gaudens, which
ig spoken of in this communieation by the then Secretary of
State, continued, and he died without ever having completed
his work., For that reason the order of Congress, as embodied
in that statute, was not carried out.

Wheh at a subsequent time it was thought to again revive
the activities of the commission, with a view to the completion
of the work, it was ascertained that under a general provision
of law, by reason of the lapse of time, the appropriation had
lapsed and was no longer available.

°  In view of that fact, at the last session of Congress I of-
fered an amendment in the Senate to be proposed to the defi-
ciency appropriation bill, which I have before me, reviving
that appropriation. 1t Is as follows:

To carry out and make eflective the provision made in the act of
April 28, 1004, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of
the Government: To cnable a commission, which is herchy created,
10 he composed of the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Library of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee
on the Library of the House of Representatives, to select a site on the
publie grounds in the Distrlict of Columbia for a statue of Thomas
Jefferson to cost complete mot to exceed $100,000, and to procure
Jlaggound deslgns for the same to be reported to the next Congress,

T 3

That amendment was referred to the Committee on the
Library, by that committee reported back favorably to the
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; it
was favorably reported by the Committee on Appropriations,
and was passed by the Senate at the last session as an amend-
ment to the deficiency bill; and was in the ccaference after-
wards taken out of the bill. That is the preseat status.

The bill which I have introduced, in view of the faect that
we will have no appropriation bills at the present session,
is an independent bill, using the same language and making
the same provision and the same appropriation as has already
thus twice passed this body. I will repeat, it has been before
the Appropriations Committee twice. It has passed the Senate
twice. It has passed the House once. It has received the
approval of the Pregident in the past.

Mr. CULLOM rose.

Mr. BACON, I hope the Senator will let me continue before
I submit to an interruption.

Mr. President, it does seem to me that this is one man, while
his fame is in no manner dependent upon it, to whose memory
the Government should erect a statue in this Capital. He was
the first President ever inaugurated In Washington. That,
however, is a comparatively minor matter. He was the great
apostle of a distinet body of governmental science and, in a
measure, its author. As such he was the founder of a great
political party which has continued without interruption for
more than a hundred years. Aside from his great services in
other regards during a long and memorable career, his name
is indissolubly linked with two of the most important events in
the history of the United States. The late Senator Hoar, whom
it is always a pleasure for me to quote, once in the Senate said
that Thomas Jefferson would forever pass through the halls and
corridors of history with the Declaration of Independence in
one hand and with the title deeds to the great Louisiana
Purchase in the other.

Mr. President, this day is the one hundred and sixty-eizhth
anniversary of the birth of this great and illustrions man, and
in view of that fact and the further fact that it has alveady
been considered by committees and has twice passed this body,
I ask that there may be unanimons consent that the hill be
now passed to its third reading, and that action may be immedi
ately had upon it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, T do not rise to object to
the request, but I will call the attention of the Senator from
Georgia to the fact that in all similar bills providing for the
erection of statues on the public grounds, we have excluded the
grounds of the Capitol and of the Library of Congress. I ask
the Senator if he hias any objection to having those words in-
serted?

Mr. BACON. None whatever; though they were not in the
previous enactments.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will move an amendment, inserting the
words “ excluding the Capitol Grounds and the grounds of the
Library of Congress.” I think it would be a misfortune to in-
vade those groumuds,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is not yet before the Sen-
ate for the consideration of amendments. Is there objection to
its present consideration?

Mg. LODGE, My President, what is the status of the bill
now

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has just been introduced, and

- unanimons congent is asked for its present consideration.

Mr. LODGIS, Has it not been referred to a committee?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia has in-
troduced the bill and has asked unanimous consent for its pres-
ent consideration.

Mr. BACON. I want to say, with the permission of the Sena-
tor, s I do not know that he heard me, that this bill has al-
ready been considered

Mr. LODGE. I have listened attentively to every word the
Senator has said.

Mr. BACON. Very well; then I will not repeat:

Mr. LODGE. I was merely going to say, Mr. President, that
I entirely approve of the erection of a statue to Jefferson;
there ought to have been one erected long ago; but I am also
extremely anxious that there should be, and there ought to be,
erected in this Capital a statue to another great Ameriean
statesman who has never had a statue erected to his memory
here, and that is Alexander Hamilton. IIe represented differ-
ent views on the Constitution than those of Mr. Jefferson, but
he did very great work in the organization of the Government.
I have introduced a bill for the erection in this city of a statue
to Hamilton's memory, which has gone to the Committee on the
Library; and it seems to me that it is only reasonable that
both bills should take the same course. I have no objection, if
my bill ean be added to it, to having the bill introduced by the
Senator from Georgia passed by unanimous consent.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I suggest that the Senator from
Massachusetts make no condition of that kind. Let unanimous
consent be granted for the consideration of the bill introduced
by the Senator from Georgia, and then, so far as I amn concerned,
a similar unanimous consent may be granted in the case of the
bill introduced by the Senator from Massachuseits providing
for the erection of a statue to Alexander Hamilton, but let us
not impose a condition upon this unanimous consent.

Mr. LODGE. I am not imposing any condition at all, Mr.
President.

Mr. BACON. I want to echo what my friend from Texas
says. I will most undoubtedly favor——

Mr. CULLOM. I wanted to say a moment ago, when I inter-
rupted the Senator, that it seemed to me, under the circum-
stances, that this bill ought to pass without any delay.

Mr. BACON. It has twice passed the Senate,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. LODGE. One moment. I do not wish to objeet, but I
do wish to secure action on the Hamilton bill. If action is
taken on this bill, I will then offer the Hamilton bill and ask a
similar privilege for that, and I will make no objection fo the
consideration of the bill of the Senator from Georgia,

The VICH PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer the amendment suggested by me
a moment or two ago.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. After the words * District of Ceolumbia,”
it is proposed to insert * exclusive of the Capitol Grounds and
the grounds of the Library of Congress.”

Mr. BACON. 1 accept the amendment.

The amendment wag agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BTATUE OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON.

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee
on the Library be discharged from the further consideration of
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 8) authorizing the selection of a
site and the erection of a statue of Alexander Familton in
Washington, D, C,, and that the joint resolution be now
considered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Commitiee on the
Library be discharged from the further consideration of the
joint resolution? The Chnir hears none.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the joint resolution be read, Mr.
President.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
resolution.

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows:

Resolved, ete,, That the chalrman of the Committee on the Library
of the Senate, the chalrman of the Committee of the Library of the
House of Representatives, the Seerctary of the Treasury, and the presi-
dent and secrctary of the Alexander Hamlilton Natlonal Memorial Asso-
ciation are hereby created a commission with power to select a site
upon the property belonging to the United States In the city of Wash-
ington, other than the Capitol and Library grounds, for the erection of a

The Secretary will read the joint
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statuo to Alexander Hamilton, and to have charge of the ercction of
sald stotue, Tor which purpose $50,000, or so much thercof as may be
necessary in addition to the funds contributed by the Alexander Hamil-
ton Natlonal Memorial Associatlon, is herceby approprinted out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwlse appropriated.

The VICE PRESIDINT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution.

My, BACON. With the consent of the Senator from Aassa-
chusetts, I suggest an amendment, to strike out “ fifty ”’ and in-
sert * one Lundred.”

Mr, LODGE. Very well, Mr. President.

Tihe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia offers an
amendment, which wiil be stated.

The Seenerary. On page 1, line 12, before the word *thou-
eand,” it is proposed to strike out “fifty " and insert “one
hundred,” so as to read:

For syhich purpose £100,000, or so much thercof as may bhe neces-
pary in addition {o the funds contributed by the Alexander Hamilton
Natronal Memorial Associatlon, is hercby appropriated out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

AMr, STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from Massachusetts to state, if he knows, what Is the amount
of the contribution made by the Alexander Iamilton Naticnal
Memorinl As=oelation, referred {o in the joint resolution?

Mr. TODGE. I do not Imow the amount. The association
has no large amount, thoungh it has rtaised a few thousand
dollara

The VICH PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Sennfor from Georgia [Mr. Bacox].

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended,
and the amendment was concurred in.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third
rending, read the third time, and passed.

PUBLIC DBUILDING AT RATID CITY, 8. DAK.

Mr. CRAWIORD. On Monday, through inadvertence, a bill
got mixed up in my papers, and I introduced it. I refer to the
bill (8. 363) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec-
tion of a publi¢ building thereon at Rapld City, in the Siate of
South Dakota. Inasmuch as the last Congress acted upon the
matter, T move that the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds be discharged from the further consideration of the
bill.

The motion was agreed to.

.‘-,fz;l. CRAWFEFORD. I move that the bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

The motion was agreed to.

LAKDS ALONG ANACOSTIA RIVER.

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
15), which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing:

Resolred, That the letter from the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia transmitting the second report of Mr. Huogh T. rt,
<:zg-‘:::lal counsel, on the ownership of lands and riparlan rights along

e Anacostla River, in the District of Columbia, be printed, with
accompanying illustrations, as n document.

PRINTING FOE THE DPISTRICT COMMITTEE,

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res.
17), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to:

Resolved, That aunthord Munteﬂ to print and bind, for the nse
of the Committee on the et of Columbia, such papers and docu-
ments as may be deemed nccesaa?' in conneectlon with subjects hereto-
fore considered or to be consldered by sald committee dorlng the Sixty-
sccond Congress,

HEARINGS PEFORE DISTRICT COAMMITTEE.

AMr. GATLLINGER submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
16), which was rend and, referred to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Nesolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbla, or any
gubecommittee thercof, be authorized to send for persons and papera and
to ndminister oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such hear-
inzs sm may be had in connection with any sugject which may be pend-
ing before eaid commitice; that the committee may sit duri.mi the ses-
glong or reeesses of the Senate, and that the expense thereof be paild
out of the contingent fund of the Senate.

AMERDMENTS TO TARIFF DILLS.

Mr., CUMMINS submitted the following notice:

Hotlee 18 given that at the next scsslon of the Benate I will offer a
resnlution proposing a change in the rules of the Scnate as set forth
in n copy of ton resolution hercto attached:

* regolved, Shat thero ba added as one of the standing rules of the
ante the following, to wit:

1 2 amendnient to any bLill Ensscd by the House, amcnding
or slnz by generdl applieation the import duties preseribied b
exiatin low, siall Lo in order or nllowed in the Sonate unless sncﬁ
proposed ameodment sccks to amend or change a paragraph or item

no
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embraced in the schedule or schedoles, all or a part of which s sought
to be amended or changed by the House bill, or unless such proposed
amendment is directly related to the subject maotter of the House bill
and is germane thereto’"

The VICIE PRESIDIENT.

on the table.

The notice will be recelved and le

COTTON SEIZUEES.

Mr. PERCY submitted thie following resolution (8. Res. 14),
whiech was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
Resolved, That 2530 coples of Benate Document No. 23, Forty-third

Congress, sccond session, entitled * Heport of the Acting Sccrefary of-
the Treasury,” be printed for the use of the Scnate document room.

ALABEA COAL-LAND CASES.,

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to ask that the opinien of the
United States judge recently rendered in the Alaska coal-land
cases, a copy of which I send to the desk, be printed as a
Senate decument (8, Doc. 8).

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? -

Mr. BAILEY. What is thie document, Mr. President?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The opinion of the court in the
Alaskn coal-land cases.

Mr. HEYBURN, It is the first responsible opinien of g
United States court on the Alaska coal-lnnd Iaws.

Mr. BAILEY. What court, Mr. President?

AMr. HEYBURN. It iz the opinion of Judge Hanford of
United States district court for the swestern district of Wash-
ington in the ninth circuit.

Mr. BAILEYX. It is a district court opinion and not a eir.
cuit court opinion?

Mr. HEYBURN. The jundge was sitting in a criminal ecase.

Mr. BAILEY. Then he was sitting as a distriet judge?

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes

Mr. BAILEY. I would pot attach much importance to an
opinion of that kind, but I am not going to offer any objection
against printing it. 2

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to say to the Senator, knovw-
ing the situation intimately, that Jodge Hanford is one of our
oldest and concededly one of our ablest lawyers on the United
States bench. He is o man of long years of experience; he has
gonoe very thoroughly into the question of the relation of coal
Jand to the exisiing law. No other opinion even approaching it
in value has been rendered Ly nny court. Judge Hanford, of
course, sits in the circuit court of appeals in {he ninth circult,
and his opinion, I think, would commend itself to the Senator
from Texas as being worthy of publication. .

AMr, BATLEY. Anyway it is worth printing, and I have ne
objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
1o print is entered.

THE INITIATIVE ATD REFERERDTAL

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that next
Thursday, after the conclusion of the morning business, I will,
with the permission of the Secnate, submit some remarks on the
initiative and referendum. If the Senate shall not be in sessgion
at that time, then I will do so on the first day thereafter when
the Senate is in session.

ADJOURNMENT T0 MONDATY,

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise, Mr. President, to say that it will
be immpossible to make a report designating the commiftecs of
the Senate before some time next week, and for that reazon I
move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet
on Monday next.

The motion was agreed fo.

RELATIONS WITH JAPAN AND MEXICO.

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, it is proper for me to state at the
beginning of the remarks that I shall submit to the Senate upon
the subject indicated in the resolution that it i8 not my purpose
in any way to criticize the President in reference to the position
that he has taken in connectlon with the troubles in Mexien. I
am satisfied that whatever he does will not only be necessary nand
proper to be done, but will, in his opinion, be for the best in-
terests of the country. I have arisen simply for the purpose of
emphasizing what onght to be familiar to everyone who is
acquainted with the institutions of the land, and thnt is that
the doctrine known as the Monroe doeetrine is not invelved
in the Mexican situation in any way whatever. A great muny
persons of intelligence, and a number of journals ably edifed,
are falling Into the error of supposing that if there shonld be
any disagreement between the United States and Meéxieo—wiich
we all hope and belleve there will not be—that the Monrce dog-
trine will form the basis of the conlroversy. I make {lie assor-
tion that this is not true in any aspect of the cage. I do not:

There being no objection, the order
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suppose that there is any subject that has been discussed before
Congress to a greater extent than the subject that is designated
as ‘“the Monroe doctrine,” and I have upon a number of occa-
sions, both in the House and in the Senate, contributed to the
literature upon the question, so that I really feel that I ought
not to Inflict even upon an attentive and patient body any further
comments or observations in connection therewith. What I will
say, if it serves no other purpose, will at least relieve the public
mind of a false impression that is rapidly gaining ground, that
whenever there is any controversy between the United States
and any other country upon the American continent, the Monroe
doctrine immediately and mysteriously springs into existence
and ealls for our assertion and vindieation of the principles that
it enunciates.

One proposition I desire to make perfeetly plain, and that is
that we must not confuse or commingle in any degree the Mon-
roe doctrine with the Roosevelt doctrine. During the reign
of ex-President Roosevelt a lot of miscellaneous doctrines were
lannched upon the tide of time that were all ealled “The Mon-
roe doctrine,’”” but which, in point of fact, had no possible con-
nection with it and were not related to it in any manner what-
cever.

The Roosevelt doctrine, properly defined, is the doectrine of
the zentleman with the shillalah at Donnybrook Failr, ' When-
ever you see a head, hit it.” The ex-president once upon a time
composed a brief treatise upon the Monrce doctrine. This is
not the work in which he referred to the men who helped to
frame that governmental principle as ‘‘shifty doctrinaires,
mediocre minds, and imbeciles.” The treatizse that I refer to
is another publication, and it is extremely difficult to procure
a copy of it. They seem to have all disappeared, either by the
publie taking them or owing to the fact that the President him-
self bought them all up, and thus withdrew them from public
inspection. It is a treatise that the ex-President need not be
ashamed of in any way, because he was writing about a subject
that he knew all about, which was not always the ease with ref-
erence to numerous otlier subjects to which hie has upon a great
many occasions devoted his great talents and ability. A few
years ago, and long after this book was written, Mr. Roosevelt
announced his new doctrine that I have referred to, and which
at the time provoked the criticism of cvery lawyer at the
American bar who was at all conversant with the principles of
intercational law and amazed every statesman and diplomatie
officinl in the civilized world. IIis doctrine was that in the
event that any of the States upon the American Continent re-
fused, cither from wantonness or inability, to perform their
contractual obligations, that forelgn nations, protecting their
citizens who were creditors, could enforce the payment of those
obligations through the instrumentality of war.

When I came to the Senate this new doctrine struck me with
such appalling terror that I could not resist the opportunity of
endeavoring to controvert it to the best of my ability in an ad-
dress delivered to this body. The inference that the ex-President
drew, in a message that he sent to the Senate, was in connec-
tion with the affairs of Santo Domingo, and he boldly and un-
hesitatingly proclaimed that if Santo Domingo failed to pay her
debts the Governments of Holland and of Delgium, repre-
senting their citizens who were creditors, might colleet those
debts through the process of war, and that therefore the Monroe
doctrine came into immediate operation, and the imperative duty
devolved upon us to seize the custom receipts of Santo Domingo
and divide them among her creditors in order to prevent the
capture and occupation of her territory by foreign nations. I
venture to say that a more grotesque interpretation of the Mon-
roe doctrine was never incorporated in any message that over
issued from the Executive chamber.

In pursnance of this mad policy—which if there had been a
spark of life left in the bodies of Jefferson, or of Adams, or Mon-
roe, would have made them tremble in their graves—Mr. Roose-
velt proceaded to carry it into execution, and after he had taken
possession of the customhbouses of Santo Domingo and had col-
lected their revenues and deposited them in a financinl institu-
tion in New York, he gave the Senate the privilege of maintain-
ing what he was pleased to call * the status quo” between the
Tnited States and Santo Domingo.

Mr. President, such a status quo never existed upon all the
pages of civilized or uncivilized history. I will not do myself
the credit of claiming that my remarks at that time—during the
course of which I cited an unbroken line of diplomatic and inter-
national precedents against the proposition contained in the
message—had any influence whatever in making the ex-President
modify the message a week or so afterwards, in which he denied
that he ever meant to say that the failure to pay contractual
debts was a justification for war. Of course, my contention
was that the right to commence hostilities against a country

never existed in a case of this sort, but was limifed to cases
where an unjustifiable trespass or tort was committed against
persons who were citizens of the complaining Guvermment, or
where they were in some way deprived of their liberties or
international rights, and the Government that had committed
the erime persistently refused to make reparation therefor or
was in sueh a condition that reparation could not be obtained at
the hands of its judicial system.

Let us look for o moment at what sort of wars we would have
if the Roosevelt construction of the Monroe doctrine was to
prevail and was to be incorporated into our diplomatic code.
We would have an interminable succession of bondholders and
stock-market wars. War, Instead of being declared by Con-
gress, could be practically declared by the banking syndlcates
of London, Paris, Amsterdam, and Berlin, represented by their
financial agents in America, and we would become sponsors and
guarantors for every bankrupt and impoverished government in
Central or South America. We have never yet been informed
as to what amount of money was made out of the Santo
Domingo settlement nor what was the price at which their
bonds were sold before our intervention, and what was the
price that the holders afterwards obtained for them in settle-
ment of thelr claims, nor who was in the deal, nor who were the
beneficiaries of our interference.

I would like to ask, in this connection, what right have any
of our citizens to engage in enterprises in these countries,
charge them the most exorbitant and extortionate prices for
the construction of public works, and then demand of the
United States that it must nominate itself as a recelver over
the revenues of the government that they have practically driven
into bankruptey and liguidate its indebtedness? Where is
there an intelligent person in the United States, who has studied
the history and institutions of the country, who can draw the
slighest parallel between this doctrine, first proclaimed by Mr.
Roosevelt, and the doctrine that bears the name of Monroe,
sustained by the names of Jefferson and of Madison and of
Adams? The despots of Austria and of Russia and of Prussia,
when they formed the Holy Alliance, whatever else may be gaid
of them, were not mercenaries or hirelings. When tliey met at
Aix la Chappelle and Laybach in conference they had but one
object in view and that was to put an end to the system of
representative government throughout the world, to destroy the
liberty of the press, and to maintain the jure divino autocracies
of Europe, and when Mr. Monroe wrote to Jefferson submitting
the British proposals of Mr. Canning, and when Jefferson, on
October 24, 1823, answered from Monticello:

The question presented b{'ezho letters you have sent me s the most
momentous which hag ever n offered to my contemplation sinee that
of independence. That made us a Natlon. This sets our eompass and
points the course which we are to steer through the ocean of time
opening on us.

Did he in his prophetic mind have the remotest conception
that this great charter of republican liberty which he was help-
ing to frame was to be used by buccancers and speculators and
adventurers to oppress the commercial liberties of the very
States whose personal liberties it was supposed to guarantee?
I will not sit here in silence, with folded arms, and permit this
revolutionary prineiple which was formulated and promulgated
overnight by Mr. Roosevelt to be known by any other name ex-
cept the name of the illustrious individual who first conceived
it and put it into practical execution. I want to lift this clond
from around the brow of the rising generation. I want the
students at our colleges and universities to understand that
when they are discussing this proposition they are not discussing
te Monroe doetrine or any corollary that flows from it in any
manner whatever. They are simply discussing a doctrine that
has received practical recognition at the purlieus of American
brokers and speculators who deal in South and Central Ameri-
can securities and at the gambling dens of Amsterdam bankers
and foreign stock markets, and it is a disgrace and a degrada-
tion to connect this money-making enterprise with the imperish-
able names that in tones that rang and reechoed throughout
ihe world pledged forever the honor of this Republic to mnin-
tain the blessings of liberty in every quarter and section of the
Western Continent where despotism had ceased to hold its sway.*

We might let Mr. Roosevelt's doetrine rest where it is were it
not for the fact that the ex-President has set some of the schools
of this country almost deranged upon the subject. He has per-
verted the history of the Nation fo such an extent that every
day in the year, in answer to innocent communications that T
receive, I am using my best efforts to relieve these younz minds
of the false impressions and confusion with which he has sur-
rounded them. It is impossible for me to dictate letters to all
of the attendants at all of the schools in the United States tell-
ing them not to pay any attention to this new doctrine of the
ex-President, and it is principally for this reason that I-have
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arisen here to-day that T may say a few words that may pos-
sibly reach some of the vietims whose future ambition he has
imperiled by his heretic utterances upon the subject.

Let me read a few communications out of the many that I am
receiving from some of these young men, for the purpose of
illustrating the havoe and rnin that he has caused among the
tender disciples of his school. Here is one of the letters:

Will you please tell me what stand, In your opinion, ex-President
Roosevelt would take upon this Mexican question if he had a hand In
it? I am in a debate upon the subject, and I would like to have any
of his speeches that you can send me. I will try to work my way
out of it if I can just find out how he stands and how you stand.
am so fond of reading his speeches and yours. They have the true
ring In them, and they are very much alike,

Poor boy. He really thought he was paying me a compliment.
I read a second communication:

Will you explain to me what connection the Monroe doctrine has
with the case in Mexico? I have read Mr. Roosevelt's message on
Banto Domingo, but I am mixed up about It—

No wonder.

What T would llke to know is this: Suppose the Aexlcan people
:woz%lﬂt tlgrn _}helr Government into a monarchy, would we have a right
o interfere

This communication came just in time, and the question was
a very infelligent and pertinent one. I sent this boy an obser-
vation of Mr. Dana's in a note to Wheaton, which happened to
be in direct response to his inquiry. As it is only a few lines
and covers the exact point that I am discussing here to-day, I
will read the extract:

It has sometimes been assumed that the Monroe doctrine contained
some declarations against any other than the democratic-republican
institutions of this continent, however arising or introduced. The
messnge will be searched in vain for anything of the kind. We were
the first to recognlze the imperlal anthority of Dom Pedro in Brazil and
of Tturbide in Mexico; and more than half of the northern continent
was_under the scepters of Great Britaln and Russia; and those de-
pendencies would certalnly be free to adopt what institutions they
leased In case of successful rebellion or of peaceful separation from
heir parent states.

The third, and last, communication that I will read is as
follows:

We have the Mexican questlon up for debate next week,
like to know how does the Monroe doctrine get into it?

So would L.

DIid Mr. Roosevelt pass any laws of Congress, when he was President,
on the subject? I wonld like to have your private opinion on the fol-
lowing question: If Mr. IRtoosevelt was In charge of Mexleo, what do
guu hllnk he would do with the Umited States? I am on the af-

rmative,

Then there is a postseript, as follows:

Please send me Senator HEYBURN’S speech In which he sald that
the people who were In favor of electing United States Senators by the
¥enrie could not spell his name, and most of them could not spell
heir own names. Also let me have Senator BoumxEe’S speech, and
k!ndl{ let me know whether Mr. Roosevelt is a member of the new party
that Is now beilng made up.

I have selected these few communications from among hun-
dreds of similar ones to show how students who are trying to
familiarize themselves with the political history of the coun-
try have had their minds perverted and prostrated upon some
of the great and imperishable principles that underlie our in-
stitutions. I want now to announce to them in such unambig-
uous terms that they can not be misunderstood, and which will
perhaps obviate the necessity of my answering a number of
communications in the future, that our present movement or
maneuvers in reference to Mexico have not the slightest rela-
tion to or bearing upon the Monroe doctrine. I will again give
them an extract from President Monroe's message, from which
the doctrine receives its name, which practically earries the
entire subject with it:

In the wars of the European powers In matters relating to them-
selves we have nmever taken any part, nor does It con:i)ort with our
policy 80 to do. * * * e owe it, therefore, to candor and to the
amicable relations existing between the Unlited States and those powers
to declare that we should consider any attempt on thelr part to extend
their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our

eace and safety. With the existing colonies or dependencles of any

uropean power we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But
with the Governments who have declared thelr Independence and main-
taln It and whose Independence we have, on great conslderation and on
just principles, acknowledged, we could not view any Interposition
for the Eurposa of oppressing them or controlllng in any manner thelr
destinly y any European power in any other light than as the mani-
festation ‘of an unfriendly disposition toward the Unlted States,

On March 25, 1825, Mr. Clay, who was then Secretary of
State, transmitted to our minister at Mexico a communication,
from which I quote the following lines:

The political systems of the two continents are essent!nll{ different.
Each has an exclusive right to judge for itself what Is best sulted to
fts own condition and most lkely to promote its happiness, but neither
has a right to enforce upon the other the establishment of Its pecullar
system, and you will therefore urge upon the Government of Mexico the
ulullry and expediency of asserting this prinelple on every proper occa-
slon.

I would

On October 21, 1858, Mr. Cass, Secretary of State, sent to our
minister at Spain a communiecation, from which I will also quote
a few lines, as follows:

With respect to the causes of war between Spaln and Mexleo tha
United States have no concern and do not undertake to judge them,
Nor do they claim to Interpose In any lmstmt{ which may take place.
Thelr policy of observation and interference is limited to the permanent
subjugation of any portion of the territory of Mexico, or of any other
American state, to any Huropean power whatever. The American min-
ister is authorized to say that the United States considered Mexico's
freedom from foreign control to be essential to the true policy of the
independent states of Ameriea, and that apy attempt to subdoe or hold
possession of that country would be considered by the United States as
an unfriendly act and would be firmly opposed by them,

We all know what occurred with Mexico a little later on; and
while I do not at all depend upon our action in that controversy
a8 a precedent for what we ocught to do if a similar occasion
and emergency presented Itself to-day, I want to read only a few
lines of an instruction sent by Mr. Cass to Mr. Robert M.
MecLane, who was then our minister to Mexico:

While we do mot deny the right of any other power to carry on
hostile operation against Mexico for the redress of its grlevances, we
firmly object to its holding possession of any part of that country or
endeavoring by force to control its political destiny. 'This opposition to
foreign interference is known to France, England, and Spain, as well as
the determination of the Unlted States to resist any such attempt by all
the means In their power.

And I will close references upon this point by reading a reso-
lution passed by the House of Representatives, without dissent,
on April 4, 1864, as follows:

That the Congress of the United States are unwilling by sllence to
have the nations of the world unider the impression that they are in-
different spectators of the deplorable events now transpiring in the
Rtepublic of Mexico, and they think fit to declare that It does not accord
with the policy of the United States to acknowledge any monarchical
rovernment erected on the ruins of any republican government In

meriea under the auspices of any European power.

Now, while volumes have been written upon the subject that
I have been discussing, I have read a sufficient number of
extracts to satisfy anyone who has a grain of sense or intel-
ligence in these United States of America that whatever the
Mexican situation may be, the Monroe doctrine, as such—what-
ever the Roogevelt doetrine may be—does not at any point come
in touch or contact with it, and that tlhere is not now the re-
motest danger—and there never will be, in my judgment—that
any government on this earth will ever attempt to subvert the
Republic of Mexico and upon her ruins erect monarchical
institutions.

It is said, however, that the property of American citizens
may be in jeopardy and in danger in the Republic of Mexico,
and that they are entitled to the protection of the United States.
In explanation of this suggestion, I would state that the De-
partment of State, presided over by the Secretary of State, and
not the Department of War, presided over by the Secretary of
War, has jurisdietion and supervision over this matter. The
State Department has adopted certain regulations upon this
subject, and which are in the hands of our diplomatic officials,
which must be strictly followed whenever a claim of a citizen
of the United States for redress or indemnity may be diplo-
matically presented to a forelgn government.

The Army of the United States is not an agency for the col-
lection of private debts. I have no greater right, if I were a
citizen of the United States living in Mexico, to call upon the
Army of the United States to collect a claim either for redress
or indemnity against the Government of Mexico than I would
have a right to eall upon the Militia of the State of Maryland
to collect a sum of money that may be due me by the State
upon public obligations. I am sure this is the opinion of the
President. If any syndicate of mine owners, or any rubber
companies, or Standard Oll interests should at any time suffer
any Injury to their possessions or acquisitions, they have no
greater rights than the humblest individual whose property has
been injured or destroyed.

And I want, in this very connection, to quote a few lines from
a communication of Mr. Seward to our minister at Colombia
upon this subject, sent to him in April, 1866, In this communi-
cation Mr. Seward says: 1

We are unfortunately too familiar with the complaints of the delay
and the inefficlency of the courts in the Bouth Amerlcan Republies. Wa
must, however, continue to repose confidence In their Independence
and integrity, or we must take the broad ground that these States nre
like those of oriental semicivilized countrles—outside the pale within
which the law of nations, as generally accepted by Christendom, is
understood to vern, The people who go to these regions and en-
counter great risks in the hope of getting rewards must be regarded
as taking all the ecircumstances Into consideration, and can not with
reason ask their government to complain that they stand on a com-
mon footing with native subjects in resrcct to the alleged wants of
an able, prompt, and conscientious judiciary. We have not under-
taken to supervise the arrangements of the whole world for litigation
becanse American ecitizens voluntarily expose themselves to be con-
cerned in their deficlencles.
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Of course, Mr. President, I know full well that if the liberty [point for cables to Manila, Tokio, and San Francisco. It is

or the personal rights of our citizens in Mexico or anywhere else
are interfered with, or their property wantonly destroyed at the
hands of revolutionists or other forces, and the government in
which the trouble occurs is either unwilling to protect them or
has not the power to do so, that we need not stand idly by, but
that we have the right, and it is our duty, to resort to various
methods plainly recognized by the usages of international law
for the purpose of affording proper protection to the rights of
our citizens.

I come now, briefly, to a subject in connection with my re-
marks that is of great interest to us, and that is the relation
between the United States and Japan, that seems to have been
brought into prominence by the Mexican situation.

I want to premise what I propose to say upon this subject by
the statement that it is my own positive conviction that there is
no danger, presently or remotely, of any war between Japan and
the United States. The United States certainly has no idea of
even preparing the way for hostilities against Japan because
there is no cause for such a procedure, and Japan has no griev-
ance against or controversy with the United States that ean not
be amicably settled upon the field of peace. It is frue that
Japan might take certain steps with Mexico that would arouse
our suspicion and perhaps furnish cause for investigation. I
am not an idealist or visionary in matfers of this sort. But
why these countries should go to war it is impossible for any
one to understand outside of military circles and inflammatory
Journalists. What is the casus belli? The immigration ques-
tion or the school question in San Francisco? It is too absurd
to contemplate that such a proposition that can be settled by
treaty and the good sense of the American people should ever
become the occasion for war. It is, however, boldly proclaimed
that Japan wants to control the Pacific Ocean from Capricorn
to Cancer, and in time of war hold it against the world. How
absolutely ludicrous is this proposition! I know the spirit of
the Japanese people pretty well, and when I speak of the people
of either country I am not speaking of the mob, but of the
intelligence and patriotism of their representative elements.

The people of Japan constitute a marvelous and courageous
race. They have lately concluded a war in which they were
animated with a spirit of lofty heroism and daring valor and
ambitious sacrifice hardly paralleled upon all the pages of his-
tory, and they emerged from this war victorious in every battle
upon the land and on the sea. I am willing to admit that if
Japan is entering into negotiations for coaling stations and
bases for naval supplies for military purposes with Mexico that
we are entitled to know what these negotintions are. Congress
is, however, without any information or evidence upon the sul-
ject. This country would not ordinarily be entitled to know the
secret treaties or alliances that other countries may make, but
upon the part of Mexico we would unquestionably be entitled
to an explanation.

I have no fear that history will repeat itself, or that any
Government would attempt to imitate the example of Napoleon
III, who through false pretenses and subterfuges sent an Aus-
trian archduke to a Mexican throne simply to abandon him
afterwards to despair and death.

It is also stated that the situation at Guam is threatening
and gives evidence of an intention on the part of Japan to pre-
pare for hostilities. Guam is one of our princely voleanic pos-
sessions in the Pacific bequeathed fo us by the Spanish War,
It is one of the Ladrone Islands, or “islands of thieves,” thus
named because when they were discovered the art of stealing
from each other was the principal industry and delightful oe-
cupation of their inhabitants. Guam is about 5,000 miles west
of San Franeisco and about 1,342 miles from Yokohama. It
was brought into captivity as a maritime prize by the American
cruiser Charleston, which, with a single shot, leveled its formid-
able battlements and took possession of this voleanic eruption
in the name of the United States. The old Spanish governor,
who had been there from time immemorial, was under the im-
pression that the Americans were saluting him and appeared
upon the deck of the ship to tender his apologies for not having
any powder with which to return the compliment. He never
discovered the terrible state of affairs until the Spanish colors
were lowered from the parapet and the colors of the Union
floated in triumph over this priceless gem of the sea.

Guam is a charming spot, and one of the most lustrous and
brilliant jewels in our oriental galaxy. Its prinecipal products
are vipers, snakes, lizards, wild swine, rats, and castor oil,
and if the island were put up at auction to-day, with all of the
inhabitants in it, beyond its value as a military post, it would
not bring a dollar and a half in any of the markets of the
world. It must not De lost gight of, however, that Guam is the
key to communication upon the Pacific Ocean and the relay

necessary to relay messages to Guam, because of the resistance
which the submarine current encounters in its journey from
Honolulu, and if Japan ever came into possession of Guam we
could be cut off from communication with the Philippines,
except by way of the Azores and the Suez route, and thence to
the Indian Ocean,

So far as I am concerned, I would not care, if we could bring
our own citizens home, whether we would be cut off to all
eternity from any further communication with the Philippines,
I would have permitted them to go long ago. Those of her
inhabitants who are civilized, I would permit them to remain
civilized; those who are uncivilized, I would permit them to
remain uncivilized. Perhaps they are happier when they are
uneivilized than when they are civilized. I do not believe this
Government is an institution for the feeble-minded nations of
the earth.

I shall not refer to the dreadful mistake we made in reference
to the Philippines. All the pages of history, ancient, medicval,
and modern, do not record snch a stupid and stupendous
blunder. It is said that Japan wanted these islands. Never
on the face of the earth in the way that we wanted them.
What Japan might have desired was what we ought to have
been satisfied with, and that is a military base for war vessels
and naval supplies and for coanling stations, and what we
ought to have done was to have made the terms for such an
occupation and then sailed away in triumph, satisfied with the
victory we had won. Does anyone belleve that Japan would
have burdened herself with the government of the entire
Philippine group or would have been willing to incur the out-
lay mecessary for that purpose? Our victory has been turned
into a policy of disaster and sacrifice. It is said that we can
not part with them now. Why not? Could we not reserve
suflicient space upon this territory to give us a landing place
for this great war that is Iooming up upon the horizon and
illuminating the waters of the Pacific and the Iurid imagination
of some of our great sea capiains who, if this war is not
hastened, may be upon the retired list before they will be af-
forded an opportunity of practicing their profession upon their
follow man? The only person that I know of who will perhaps
object to this arrangement is the Sultan of Sulu, who is our
principal subject in the Orient. It will be a national ealamity
for us to lose this loyal liegeman. He might some day be a
Senator of the TUnited States; in fact, I think he ought to be one
now. The question is whether he would be willing to exchange
his gilded manacles and hisg salary for liberty. It is true fhat
we have civilized him to some extent. When he became our
captive he was a very pious and devout person, who spent all
day Thursday praying in the mosque and the balance of the
week he devoted to piracy, murder, and other gentle and re-
spectable amusements. e was then in possession of three
kinds of wives—the first-class ones lived in his palace, the
second schedule abided with their mother-in-law, and the third,
indulging in a fluid decoction that forms onc of the delightful
beverages of that charming region, spent most of their festive
and hilarious hours in jail.

Mr. President, I shall be glad when we can ring down the
curtain upon this comedy and tragedy and when the whole per-
formance shall end and this Government shall divest itself of
a possession that has been a curse and affliction fo us from the
day that we tasted this forbidden fruit.

As it is, T suppose we must defend the Philipplnes as a
matter of sentiment, and therefore it is of some importance
to us to find out whether the Government of Japan has under-
taken to lay its own cable to Guam, beeause if it did so it simply
had no right to take this step without our consent. The law of
sibmarine eables between foreign Governments and the United
States has been well established, and I desire to read just a few
lineg, to show what the law is upon the subject. On May 11,
1807, there was an application by “The French Company of
Telegraphic Cables’ for permission to lay a cable between
Brest and Cape Cod, and in answer to this request the State
Department replied as follows:

It Is the expectation of the Federal Government that the French
cable company will take no nte&q toward laying its proposed ecable from
Cape Cod without express aunthorizatlon of the President or of Con-
gross, before which a bill was Introduced which has not yet been
enacted Into law. If that company should, however, take actlon In
thonmnnner proposed, it is proper to say that it would do so at Its
peril,

And the Attorney General, sustaining the State Department,
decided—

That the President has the power, In the sbsence of legislative en-
actment, to control the landing of forelgn submarine cables. e may
either prevent the landlng or permit it, if the rights entrnsted to his
care go demand or permit it. If a landing has been effeeted without
the consent or agalnst the protest of this Government, respect for its
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rights and compliance with its terms may be enforced by applying the
prohibition to the operation of the line unless the necessary conditions
are accepted and observed.

Under the usages and principles of international law Japan
would elearly have no right to lay a cable to Guam or to any
other possession or territory of the United States without our
consent. I do not believe that Japan has been guilty of this
act, becaunse its advisers and counsellors are men who are too
well informed upon the principles of international usages to
permit such an intrusion and violation to oceur.

I am therefore of the opinion, from what I have said, that
there will be no war—no war with Japan, no war with Mexico,
and no war with any other nation that I know of. Of course,
agitation will create uneasiness and alarm. Defore the com-
mencement of the Spanish War the proprietor of one of the
most prominent newspapers in this country recelved a message
from his correspondent in Cuba, “ There will be no war.” IHe
telegraphed back to his representative, “ You furnish the news,
and I will furnish the war.” There was cause, however, for
the Spanish War. That war had to come, and Spain had to be
driven from the shores of the Western Continent.

I have observed within the last few days that the German
Chancellor In the Reichistag, following his earlier utterances
upon the same subject, gave expression to this sentiment in
connection with the general subject of peace and war that I
have been discussing to-day. He said that—

The difficulty in a disarmament agreement is the Impossibility of
gupervision of individual States, The control over these 1 regard as
absolutely impracticable. The mere attempt to control would have
no other result than continual mutual distrust and universal turmoil.
It will remain true that the weak will be the prey of the strong. If
any nation feels that it is unable longer to spend certain sums for
defensive purposes, it will Inevitably drop to the second rank. There
will always a strong one ready to take its place: General dis-
armuament is an unsolvable problem as long as men are men.

I would change this by saying that “ general disarmament
is an unsolvable problem as long as men are savages.” Of
course Germany is a great military power, and its history has
been one of war and conflict and strife, and its people, besides
their historic deeds of valor, are intellectually and morally as
great a race as there is on earth, either in the arts of war or
in the arts of peace, and this sentiment of the chancellor would,
I apprehend, have met with universal recognition during all the
centuries, from the time the Cimbri and the Teutons came out
of their northern forests to ravage the fields of Italy until the
time that the German hosts made their triumphant entry upon
the streets of Paris. I doubt, however, whether this declara-
tion at this hour meets with the approval of a vast number of
the Emperor’s subjects, and I know it does not reflect the wishes
and the hopes of an advanced civilization. Of course there can
not be a general disarmament if Germany declines to enter the
Jist. I believe, however, the day is bound to come when Ger-
many will yicld if all the races of the civilized world consent to
the adoption of such a policy and the action taken in the
Reichstag gives promise in that direction.

I believe the time will come when war will no longer be in-
dulged in, but will only be read of as one of the crimes of a
barbarous age. Nations can be civilized in some respects and
barbarians in others, History affords us numerous examples of
this sort, and while we are gradually becoming more and more
enlightened and advanced, we still cling to this brutal method
of adjusting our differences. If an individual offers an insult
to another, no matter how atroeious it may be, and the insulted
party calls for a retraction, which is refused, and then declares
war upon the offender and punishes him in fair and open com-
bat, it is an offense that society condemmns, and it inflicts its
penalties lightly or severely, nccording to the degree of injury
gustained; but if a nation—that is to say, a multitude of indi-
'sidtmls—ofrers an indignity, no matter how slight it is, to an-
other nation and does not make reparation therefor, the nation
that is offended, according to our present code of international
morals, has the right to open hostilities, and slaughter and vio-
lence upon the enemy are not only justified, but become acts
that every true patriot who loves his country should take a
hand in and be proud of, as a heritage to transmit to his de-
scendants.  If two individuals enter into a contract and after-
wards disagree anbout its proper interpretation, we have
appointed tribunals to settle the controversy between them, and
it would be rather a novel sight to witness one of them attempt-
ing to enforce his construction of the agreement upon the other
at the point of the bayonet; but if two enlightened, God-fearing
governments enter into a treaty and the one should happen, ac-
cording to the judgment of the other, to violate it, society has
concluded that the only cure is to sacrifice human life and to
keep on sacrificing it until one party or the other, through sheer
exhaustion of its resources and vital energies, is compelled to
admit that it has made an error in its version of the compact.

If an individual happens to approprinte property that belongs
to another, we have ordained a method by which the wrong ean
be speedily redressed; but if a great nation, by a stroke of
diplomacy or stﬂtusnmnship, as it is called, steials a country
thousands of miles away from its borders, that some other
nation claims to have stolen years before, there is nothing ex-
cept bloodshed that ean determine who is the Iawful thief, and
in the settlement of this contention it is highly proper and com-
mendable for both sides to massacre. and exterminate the
unfortunate natives whom Providence has planted there as the
rightful possessors of the disputed territory.

Of course, under existing conditions it may be proper, Mr,
President, in time of peace to prepare for war. A number of
intellizgent persons are of the impression that ex-President
Iloosevelt was the first one who ever gave this advice. They
forget that Washington, in his address to both Houses of Con-
gress in 1790, said:

To be prepared for war Is one of the most effectunl means of pre-
serving peace,

It was perfectly proper to give this advice at that time.
Washington, however, was not the first one who made this sug-
gestion. Upon the armories of Venice there is this inscription;

Happy 1s that State which in time of peace thinks of war.

Long before this, in the Satires of Horace, there is found the
expression :

In peace a wise man should make suitable provision for war.

This barbarian motto, therefore, is not original with My,
Roosevelt. I would like to reverse it. Instead of saying, “In
time of peace prepare for war,” I would say, “In time of
threatened war prepare for peace.”

Speaking for myself, I am for peace and not for war. I be-
lieve the time is approaching when the science of war and
standing armies, and navies patrolling the waters of the
world, and death-dealing projectiles, and human sacrifice, and
cities ruined and fertile plains made barren by the marauder’s
torch will rank among the dark deeds of the past. I look for
the advent of that day and feel with all my fervent hopes and
aspirations that it can not be long delayed. ** Alan’s inhumanity
to man" has made the *countless thousands mourn,” and
broken hearts and homes made desolate and agony and angunish
and despair can not forever plead in vain, This inhuman and
sangninary method of settling international controversies must
cense, and murder, though clad in martial pomp, must call a
halt. Nations must no longer be brutes and savages, and the
worshiping world must realize that it is profaning the altars
of its faith when it not only sanctions but commends and ex-
alts and participates in the practice of a policy which, heading
the whole calendar of crimes and embracing every single one
of them, is “an utter mockery of religion's holiest offices and
bids definnee to the providence of God.”

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, T want merely to say a word
in support of the view which the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Raynser] has given us in regard to the Japanese in connection
with the difliculties now existing in Mexico. I have examined
with some eare the correspondence, which, of course, it would
not be proper to make public at this time, relating to affairs
in Mexico for the last few months. I have been unable to dis-
cover in any letter from our ambassador or any of our consuls
{he slichtest allusion or suggestion of any Japanese Interfer-
ence or appearance in Mexico. So far as T am able to judge,
all that has been published and republished on that subject in
the newspaper press is a fabrieation, for what object I shall
not undertake to determine. Some strong force is behind it—
some great interest, perhaps, or some country—but that the
matter is a fabrieation I have no doubt.

Our relations with Japan are very friendly., We have just
concluded a treaty which has been gratifying to both countries.
The attitude of Japan in regard to Mexico has been entirely
correct, so far as I am aware, and I wanted to take this oppor-
tunity, in support of what the Senator from Maryland has said,
simply to make this brief statement in regard to the relation
of Japan to the present difficulties in Mexico.

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, T want to say a word in con-
firmation of the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Looge]. I also have looked info the question of the
alleged interference of the Japancse Government, and, so far
as I can learn, there is not a secintilla of truth in if.

RETURN OF STATE BONDS—CORRECTION OF RECORD.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I notice, Mr. President, that in- the
Recorp of March 4, 1911, the follo“mg appears under the
heading “ Return of State bonds™:

Mr. FosTER. I call u [? the bill (8. 7T180) authorizing the Secretary
of War to return to the governor of Loulsiana certaln bonds of the
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State of Louisiana and city 'of New Orleans, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its present consideration.

The Secretary read the Dill.

Mr. Braxpecrere. I object.

The Vice PReEsSIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator from Con-
necticut.

Mr. President, that is an error, so far as the mention of my
name in connection therewith is concerned. I know nothing
abont the bill; I did not objeet to it; and if objection was
made it must have been made by some other Senator than
myself, and the reference to me must be an error of the ste-
nographer or clerk who made up the RErcorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Corris in the chair).
Without objection, the Reconp will be corrected.

Mr. BRANDEGEI, Mr. President, I suppose it is too late
to correct the Recomp in that respect, as it appears to have
been bound, If, however, it is possible to correct the perma-
nent Recorp, I should like to have it done; or, if not, at any
rate I should like this statement of mine to go into the IRecorp,
as of course it will,

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I objected. So objection was
made, and it is merely a question as to who made it.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, with reference to the sfate-
ment made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE],
I wish to say that upon the day mentioned in the Recorp I did
call up the bill and ask unanimous consent for its consideration,
and objection was made, The objection, however, was not made
by the Senator from Connecticut, who has just spoken, but the
objection was made by his former colleague, Mr. Bulkeley.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
congideration of executive business., After seven minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday,
April 17, 1911, at 12 o'clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS.
Ezxecutive nominations received by the Senate April 18, 1911.
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF THE CENSUS.
Roland P. Falkner, of the District of Columbia, to be Assist-
ant Director of the Thirteenth Decennial Census, in the De-
partment of Commerce and Labor, vice W. F. Willoughby.

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Walter L. Fisher, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Interior,
to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the
Senate, vice Richard A. Ballinger, resigned.

MeMBER OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION,

Maj. Sherwood A. Cheney, Corps of Engineers, United States
Army, for appointment as a member of the California Débris
Commission, provided for by the act of Congress approved
March 1, 1893, entitled “An act to create the California Débris
Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of Cali-
fornia,” vice Capt. Thomas H. Jackson, Corps of Engineers,
United States Army, to be relieved.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARAMY,
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS.
To be first lieutenants with rank from April 6, 1911.

Edward Sinnet Bowman, of Towa.
Marion Sunsarl Lombard, of Nebraska.
Ralph Charles Matson, of Oregon.
Warren Pearl Morrill, of Maryland.
Lewis Beers Porter, of Rhode Island.
Thomas IHouston Dow Griffitts, of Illinois.

To be first lieutenants with rank from April 10, 1911,

Charles Spencer Willinmson, of Illinois.
Maurice Rubel, of Illinois.

Albert Hurlbut Roler, of Illinois.
Frank Worthington Lynch, of Illinois.
Philip Pietersen Schuyler Doane, of Illinois.
James Alexander Harvey, of Illinois.
Junius Clarkson Hong, of Illinois.
Jacob Frank, of Illinois.

Carey Culbertson, of Illinois.

Carl Wagner, of Illinois.

Willinm Cuthbertson, of Illinois.

Ttufus Winfield Bishop, of Illinois,
Willinm Louis Baum, of Illinois.
Joseph Grindon, of Missouri.

Willinm Paul Glennon, of Missourl.

Frederick Charles Iisselbruegge, of Missourl
Edward Lee Dorsett, of Missouri.
Willinm Sidney Deutsch, of Missouri.
Russell Daniel Carman, of Missouri.
Holdsworth Wheeler Bond, of Missouri.
Charles Wyche, of Missouri.

Yrederick Eno Woodruff, of Missouri.
Willinm Otto Winter, of Missouri.
Carroll Smith, of Missourl.

Nathaniel Meacon Semple, of Missourl.
Henry Joseph Scherck, of Missourl.
Franecis Le Sirelle Reder, of Missouri.
Amand Nicholas Ravold, of Missourl.
Harry Morgan Moore, of Missouri.
George Elmer Lyon, of Missouri.
William Henry Luedde, of Missouri.
Clarence Loeb, of Missouri.

Abram Chittenden Leggat, of Missourl.
I'rederick Carl Emil Kuhlmann, of Missouri.
Arthur Campbell Kimball, of Missouri.
Walter Charles George Kirchner, of Missourl.
Downey Lamar Harris, of Missouri.
William Augustus Hardaway, of Missourl,
Henry Skillman Atkins, of Missourl
Frederick Bagby Hall, of Missouri.
Conrad Weil, of California.

Alanson Weeks, of California,

Stanley Stillman, of California.
Willinm Parsons RRead, of California.
William Evelyn Hopkins, of California.
Samuel Johns Hunkin, of California.
George Herbert Evans, of California.
James Alexander Black, of California.
John Henry Barbat, of California.
Charles Andrew Powers, of Colorado.
Henry Richardson McGraw, of Colorado.
Clarence Bancroft Ingraham, jr., of Colorado.
Thomas Edward Carmody, of Colorado.
Alpha John Campbell, of Colorado.
Frederic Wolecott Bancroft, of Colorado.
John William Amesse, of Colorado.
John Edgar Weleh, of New York.
Prince Albert Morrow, of New York.
James Ewing, of New York.

John Augustus Hartwell, of New York.
Julius Carl Bierwirth, of New York.
Edward Quintard, of New York.

George Norton Miller, of New York.
Max Ballin, of Michigan.

Guy Leartus Connor, of Michigan.
Arthur David Holmesg, of Michigan.
Louis Jacob Hirschman, of Michigan.
William Edward Keane, of Michigan.
George Edwin McKean, of Michigan.
Willinm Albert Spitzley, of Michigan.
Henry Rockwell Varney, of Michigan,
John Walter Vaughan, of Michigan,
William Stevenson Baer, of Maryland.
Julins Friedenwald, of Maryland.

Cary Breckinridge Gamble, jr., of Maryland.
Dunecan MaeCalman, of Maryland.
Rupert Norton, of Maryland.

Isaae Rosenbaum Pels, of Maryland.
Arthur Marriott Shipley, of Maryland.
Martillus Louis Todd, of Maryland,
Walter Dent Wise, of Maryland,
Randolph Winslow, of Maryland.
Hubert Clement Knapp, of Maryland.
Frank Martin, of Maryland.

Charles Edmund Simon, of Maryland.
Louis Hamman, of Maryland.

Marshall Langton Price, of Maryland.
John Almy Tompkins, jr.,, of Maryland.
Joseph Albert Chatard, of Maryland,
Thomas Rodney Chambers, of Maryland.
Charles French Blake, of Maryland.
Harvey Grant Beck, of Maryland.
Standish McCleary, of Maryland.
Charles Woodward Riley, of Maryland.
Alexius McGlannan, of Maryland.
Edgar Bar Friedenwald, of Maryland.
Charles Alfred Dukes, of California.
Arnold Schwyzer, of Minnesota.

Anton Shimonek, of Minnesota,

Edward Avery Newton, of Oregon.
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PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY.

Commander Hugh Rodman to be a captain in the Navy from
the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy.

Commander Guy W. Brown to be a captain in the Navy from
the Sth day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy.

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy
from the 6th day of June, 1910, to fill vacancles:

George E. Brandt,

Cary W. Magruder,

Joseph S. Hulings,

James G. Stevens,

Willinm A. Hodgman, and

Carleton M. Dolan.

Lient. Charles H. Courtney, an additional number in grade,
to be a lieutenant commander in the Navy from the 4th day of
March, 1911, with the officer next above him.

Lieut. Edward O. Kalbfus to be a lleutenant commander in the
Navy from the 4th day of Mareh, 1911, to fill a vacancy.

Capt. Randolph C. Berkeley to be a major in the Marine Corps
from the 11th day of October, 1910, to fill a vacancy.

AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT.

Elton A. Gongwer, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the War De-
partment, in place of Benjamin I'. Harper, resigned.

ASSAYER AND MELTER UNITED STATES ASsAY OFFIcE, CHARLOTTE,

N. C.

Frank P. Drane, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N, C., under the
provision of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria-
tion act approved March 4, 1911.

AMBASSADOES.

Willlam Wooedville lockhill, of the District of Columbia, now
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to Turkey, vice Oscar S. Straus, resigned.

Curtis Guild, of Massachusetts, fo be ambassador extraordi-
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States of America to
Russia, vice Willlam Woodville Rockhill, nominated to be am-
bassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Turkey.

COMMISSIONER OF IMAMIGRATION.

Bertram N, Stump, of Maryland, to be commissioner of immi-
gration at the port of Daltimore, Md., in the Department of
Commerce and Labor.

PENSION AGERNT.

Abram W. Smith, of MePherson, Kans.,, who was appointed
March 4, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be pension
agent at Topeka, Kans, vice Wilder 8. Metealf, term expired.

RecervErs oF Poupnioc MoXEYS.

John J. Deane, of California, to be receiver of public moneys
at San Francisco for the unexpired part of his term of four
years from February 4, 1910, when appointed receiver at Oak-
land. Land office transferred from Oakland to San I'rancisco
May 1, 1911.

Ira I. Bare, of North Platte, Nebr., who was appointed AMarch
0, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public
moneys at North Platte, vice William H. C. Woodhurst, term
expired.

REGISTERS OF THE LAKXKD OFFICE.

Truman G. Daniells, of California, to be register of the land
office at San Franeisco for the unexpired part of his term of
four years from May 17, 1910, when appointed register at Oak-
land. Land office transferred from Oakland to San Francisco
May 1, 1911,

Jolm I, Evans, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office
at North Platte, Nebr., his term having expired February 11,
1911. (Reappointment,)

Albert Kircher, of Montana, to be register of the land office
at Miles City, AMont, his term having expired February 25,
1911. (Reappointment.)

Reuben N. Stevens, of Bismarck, N. Dak., who was appointed
March 9, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be register
of the land office at Bismarck, vice Marshall H. Jewell, de-
ceased.

James G. Quinlivan, of Dickinson, N. Dak., who was ap-
pointed March 9, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be
register of the land office at Dickinson, vice Sylvanus M. Ferris,
term expired.

PoOSTAIASTERS.

CALIFORNIA.

W. B. Walker to be postmaster at Biggs, Cal, in place of
Virgil Bunnell, deceased.

FLORIDA.

Susie M. Bryan to be postmaster at Fort Lauderdale, Fla.
Office became presidential April 1, 1911.

IDAHO,

Willinm S. Brainard to be postmaster at Wardner, Idaho, in
place of William 8. Brainard. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 6, 1010,

Fred F. Evans to be postmaster at Burke, Idaho, in place of
f;rleél F. Evans. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13,

ILLINOIS.

William Knigge to be postmaster at Rockefeller, Il

became presidential April 1, 1911.
TOWA.

James D. Hicklin to be postmaster at Wapello, Iowa, in place
of Edwin Hicklin, resigned.

L. H. Hinkley to be postmaster at Sigourney, Iowa, in place
of Willinm H. Needham. Incumbent’'s commission expired Janu-
ary 10, 1911.

Erastus T. Roland to be postmaster at BEldon, Towa, in place
of Erastus T. Roland. Incumbent’s commission expired Fehrn-
ary 27, 1910.

C. H. Wallace to be postmaster at New Sharon, Towa, in plice
grs I;Iggey J. Vail. Incumbent's commission expired February

QOflice

KANSAS.

James A, Schilling to be postmaster at Sylvan Grove, Kans,

in place of John P. Lang, removed.
KENTUCKY.

Thomas Sympson to be postmaster at Franklin, Ky., in place
of Thomas Sympson. Incumbent’s commission expired January
23, 1910.

LOUISIANA.

Richard II. Hodges to be postmaster at Jena, La.

came presidential April 1, 1011.
AAINE.

Whitfield B. Hallett to be postmaster at Ashland, Me.

hecame presidential Janoary 1, 1911.
MISSOURL.

Joseph H. Harris to be postmaster at Kansas City, Mo., in
place of Joseph H. Harris, Incumbent’'s commission expired
February 27, 1010.

Office be-

Office

NEW YORK.

Edith Wallace to be postmaster at Lisbon, N. Y., in place of
Charles G. Wallace, deceased.

NORTH DAKOTA.

George . Childs to be postmaster at Kenmare, N. Dak., in
place of Vietor A. Corbett. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 28, 1910.

OHIO.

John Shaw to be postmaster at Leroy, Ohio.

presidential April 1, 1911.

Oflice became

OREGON.

E. R. Ware to be postmaster at Echo, Oreg., in place of John
Dorn, resigned.

PENNSYLVANIA,

James H. Wells to be postmaster at Wilcox, Pa., in place of
James H, Wells. Incumbent's commission expired February
21,3011,

TEXNESSEE,

Albert L. Scott to be postmaster at Dickson, Tenn., in place
of Albert L. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired March
21, 1910.

TEXAS.

J. F. Henry to be postmaster at Stratford, Tex., in place of

Robert B. Kerr, resigned.

Wilson I. Lawler to be postmaster at Deport, Tex. Office
became presidential April 1, 1911.
Frank I5. Osborn to be postmaster at MeAllen, Tex, Oiflice

became presidential April 1, 1911,
WASHINGTON.

Thomas Bollman to be postmaster at Cashmere, Wash., in
place of Thomas Bollman. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 10, 1911,

James Cadzow to be postmaster at Malden, Wash. Office
became presidential Oetober 1, 1910.

Walter W. Cloud to be postmaster at Conconully, Wash.
Office became presidential October 1, 1910.

Elliott 8. Moore to be postmaster at Ione, Wash. Office
became presidential April 1, 1911,
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WEST VIRGINTA.

Edward O. Harwood to be postmaster at Moorefield, V. Va.
Office became presidential October 1, 1910,

WISCONSIN.

Frank A. Everhard to be postmaster at Ripon, Wis,, in place
of John T. Harris. Incumbent's commission expired June 18,
1910.

George R, Hall to be postmaster at Oconto, Wis., in place of
George R. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired April 6, 1910.

Albert B. Leyse to be postmaster at Kewaunee, Wis., in place
ofIJnseph J. Schultz, Incumbent’s commission expired February
7,1910.

Edward 8. Minor to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, Wis., in
place of F. J. Hamilton. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 20, 1910,

Earle 8. Welch to be postmaster at Eau Claire, Wis.,
of Larle S. Welch,
12, 1911,

in place
Incumbent’'s commission expired February

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezrecutive nominations confirmed by the Secnate April 13, 1911,
CorrecTroR oF CUSTOMS.

Maurice Maschike to be collector of customs for the district

of Cuyahoga, Ohio.
ProaorioNs 1IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Second Lieut. Cecil Maunsell Gabbett to be first lieutenant in
the Revenue-Cutter Service.

Third Lieut. Roy Percival Munro to be second lieutenant in
the Revenue-Cutter Service.
ProarorioNs 1N tHE Puprnic Heartm AND MARINE-HOSPITAL

SERVICE.

Passed Asst. Surg. Leland 5. Cofer to be surgeon in the
Public Health and Marine-lospital Service.

Passed Asst. Surg, Hugh 8. Cumming to be surgeon in the
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service.

George Parcher to be assistant surgeon in the Public Health
and Marine-Hospital Service.

POSTAASTERS,
PENNSYLVANIA.

Benjamin Apple, Sunbury.

Mary J. Ensign, Ardmore.

Daniel J. Gensemer, Pine Grove,

Charles L. Ferrebee, St. Clair.

-Isanc N. Lightner, Ephrata. ./

VIRGINTA.
Joel W. Hortenstine, Abingdon.

HHOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Taurspay, April 13, 1911.

The House met at 12 o'clock m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS,

Mr. KEaaN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies,
the papers in the case of Francis M. Comba, no adverse report
having been made thereon.

Myr. GrEENE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to with-
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the
papers in the case of William 8. Green, Sixty-first Congress,
no adverse report having been made thereon.

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA.

Mr, UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Ways and Means,
reported the bill (H. R. 4412) to promote reciprocal trade re-
lations with the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes,
which was read the first and second times and referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and,
with the accompanying report (H. Rept. 3), ordered to be

rinted.

v Mr. DALZELI,. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have consent to
file the views of the minority (H. Rept. 3, pt. 2) on the bill
just reported.

The SPEHAKER. How long a time does the gentleman ask?

Mr., UNDERWOOD. Mr, Speaker, I agreed with the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania this morning that he should have unani-
mous consent to file the views of the minority any time up to
the time the bill is disposed of in the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLL] ?
There was no objection.

ELECTION OF SENATORS.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, I call for the regu-
lar order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees,

The Clerk proceeded with the ecall,

When the Committee on the Election of President, Vice Pres-
ident, and Representatives in Congress was called:

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the
Committee on Election of President, Viece President, and IRep-
resentatives in Congress I desire to call up House joint resolu-
tion 39, proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing
iéhat Senators shall be e¢lected by the people of the several

tates.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Jolnt resolutlon (H. J. Res. 39) proposing an amendment to the Con-

stitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the people of the
several States,

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
Rtates of America in Congress assembled (fwo-thirds of cach House
concurring therein), That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of
Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and in licu of so
much of paragraph 2 of the same scction as relates to the filllng of
vacancies, and in lien of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I,
in so far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or
alter regulations as to the times or manner of holding eclections for
Senators, the followlng be proposed as an amendment to the Constitu-
tion, whieh shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the
g.?ntstilutiou when ratifled by the legislatures of three-fourths of the

ates:

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators
from each State, elected by the people thercof, for six years: and each
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the
qualifieations requisite for clectors of the most numerous branch of the
State legislatures.

" The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators
shall be as preseribed in each State by the legislature thereof.

“When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elee-
tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any Stafe
may empower the executive thereof to make tt‘mpornr{ appointments
lﬂlrz‘[r!tthe people fill the vacancies by clection, as the legislature may
st This amendment shall not Le so construed as to affect the election
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the
Constitution.”

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask
the gentleman from Missourl [Mr. Rucker] what arrangement
he is willing to make as to time to debate this most important
question?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
RRucker] yield to the gentleman from Illinols [Mr. MANN]?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes, sir. I presume it is on the
snme question.

Mr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman if he would not be
willing to let this matter go over for a day or two. There will
be plenty of opportunity to take it up. 'The gentleman knows
that one resolution was reported into the House on this subject
at the last session, and the gentleman himself introduced a reso-
Iution on the first day of the session. Now another resolution
is reported in. All of these differ. Inasmuch as this is a pro-
posed amendment to the Constitution, it seems to me that we
ought to have full opportunity to consider the verbiage of it,
at least.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Mr. Speaker, answering first the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youna], I say that, so far as
I am concerned, I am perfectly willing to agree on a reasonable
time for debate.

In answer to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Maxx], while
it is true, Mr. Speaker, that various resolutions, all looking in
the same direction, have from time to time been introduced
and from time to time have passed the House, it seems to me
that there is no reason for delaying this matter, because if the
Representatives here have convictions on any great public ques-
tion, they have them on this.

Mr. MANN. But, if the gentleman will pardon me, I do not
ask for delay so far as the general principle is concerned
and is involved, and would not do so. Members are prepared
to vote upon that. But as to the language which is to be em-
ployed in amending the Constitution, where different langnage
may be subject to different constructions, it seems to me that
the House ought to be given full opportunity for consideration.
I will suggest to the gentleman that there are some provisions
in the joint resolution as reported which seem to me suseeptible
of different constructions. I think the gentleman himself
would desire to have it perfectly clear and beyond question.



204

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

APRIL 13,

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the trouble about it
is, I say, in answer to the gentleman, there are some people in
the United States who want to be so perfectly clear about every
question pertaining to this great and important piece of legisln-
tion that it is almost impossible to reach a time when we will
have absolute unanimity of agreement, and therefore I think we
ought to proeeed to-day.

Mr. MANN. That is true, but ought not we to have a fair
opportunity to make suggestions in reference to it in time to
consider these sugzestions?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will try to secure
all the time necessary or desired for deliberate consideration of
the resolution.

Mr. MANN.
examine it.

Mr. RUCKER of Missonri.
bate it. $

2Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, there is nobody over here who
can hear n word that is said by the gentlemen who have the
floor.

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will cense conversation so that
the Aembers can hear this discussion. The Chair wonld like
to Diear it himself.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not see why any Memhber
of thie ¥Touse is not just as much interested In the discussion as
the Members who have the floor.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will keep still there will be
no diffienlty in hearing.

Mr. MADDEN. I ean lear as well as any other Member of
the House. If the gentleman who has the floor will raise his
voice liizh enough, all the Members ean hear.

The SPEAKIIR. The point of order made by the gentleman
is already sustnined. [Laughter.]

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to in-
quire when this bill was introduced?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this bill was intro-
duced on the 4th day of April, 1911. [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side.]

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan.
information.

AMr. MANN.
moment?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Missourl yield to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx].

Mr. RUCKLER of Missouri. T will yield for a question.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated that the resolution was
introduced on the 4th day of April. The gentleman is mistaken.
The gentleman’s resolution was not introduced on the 4th day
of April. He introduced a resolution on the 4th day of April
on this subject, but that resolution is not the one that was
reported to the House.

M;.d ;,E[AMILTON of Michigan. When was the resolution re-

rted?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yesterday.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman
from Missouri will permit, I wounld like to say a word about
the parlinmentary situation.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alissouri yield?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman for a
question with reference to the division of time. If gentlemen
will indicate how much time is desired for debate on that side,
we will try fo give it to them.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman if he
thinks the House has had a fair opportunity to become ac-
quainted with this measure, in view of the fact that the com-
mittee which reported it was appointed only day before yester-
day in the afternoon, and that only late that evening were the
notices sent out for the committee meeting.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Mr., Speaker, I can not yield to
the gentleman for a speech. I yielded to him for a question.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am asking a ques-
tion which contains but one sentence. [Laughter.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will answer it.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The notices were sent out that
night and did not reach the Republican members of the com-
mittee until after this meeting was held, with but one exception.

AMr. RUCKER of Missouri. The call for a meeting of the
committee was sent out in ample time. And not only that, but
the notice reached every gentleman’s office and was on his desk,
and if gentlemen did not go to their offices until after the com-
mittee’s meeting, it is no fault of mine.

Aflr. YOUNG of Michigan. I have not made any reflection on
the gentleman.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. T do not see what else it can be.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan, But those notices reached nobody,

You can not do that unless yon give us time to

I will give ample time to de-

I thank the gentleman for his

Will the gentleman from Missouri yield for a

because nobody expected them. This is a resolution to amend
the Constitution of the United States, and nobody has had op-
portunity to study it

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield furtlier to the
gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl
[Laughter.]

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. T wrill ask the gentleman when the
report was printed and ready for distribution in this case?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The Clerk ean inform the gen-
tleman. I do not know.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
30 minutes?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. It islikely so. Now, Mr. Speaker,
a good deal has been said about gentlemen who are determined
to give us Democrats a whole lot of trouble during this extra
session, and I, for one, invite them now to do their worst, and,
in the language of Shakespeare, I say to them:

Lay on, Macdull':
And damn'd be him that first cries, ** Hold, enough!"
[Applause on the Demoeratic side.]

I do not intend to allow this matter to be sidetracked to
gratify the desire of gentlemen who think they may want days
or weeks in which to consider it. We have been counsidering it
for years. This identical measure was before the Senate last
winter, nearly all winter, and every gentleman here has con-
vietions upon it .

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will indicate how much time he
wants for debate, I will try and agree. Otherwise I am going
t? demand the previous question on the passage of this resolu-
tion.

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman going to give any opportunity
for amendment?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.

IF'or a question of one sentence.

I ask if it was not within the last

Well, I will, if gentlemen want
to debate the question. If not, I want to pass the resolution.

Mr. MANN. We desire a chance to consider, debate, and
amend it, and the gentleman ought to afford us that oppor-
tunity.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. M. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missourl yield to
the gentleman from Alabama?

Mr. RUCKIR of Missourl. TUertainly.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to say to the gentleman
from Illinois that if there is any responsibility for passing this
measure at this fime—a measure that the American people
have been demanding for four decades—the responsibility rests
here, and we are going to pass a resolution to-day to clect
United States Senators by the people. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] If gentlemen on that side want a reasonable
opportunity for debate and amendment, the gentleman from
Missouri [AMr. Rucker] has indieated that he is ready to come
to an agreement. If you do not want it, say so, and we will
proceed with the consideration of the biil.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Alabama
yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to
the gentleman from Illinois?

Alr. UNDERWOOD. T do.

Mr., MANN. In the last Congress the gentleman from Mis-
sourl [Mr. Lroyp] introduced a joint resolution on the subject,
which was reported to tlic House favorably. It came up for con-
sideration by unanimous consent. T objected to the unanimous
consent for the consideration of the joint resolution at that
time, and was very severely criticised by that side of the House.
Now, this resolution is very different from that joint resolution.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman from Illinois is not
responsible for it if he does not vote for it. We assume the
responsibility if we vote for it.

Mr. MANN, That is true; but does the gentleman mean to
say that In amending the Constitutlon both sides of the House
should not have the fullest opportunity for consideration?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I have just stated, the gentleman
from Missouri has proposed to give that to you.

Mr. MANN. At the last session of Congress gentlemen on that
gide of the House favored a certain joint resolution on this sub-
jeet. They now have an entirely different joint resolution on
the same subject, and yet do not desire to give, as it seems to
me, a full opportunity for consideration.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will call the atfention of the gentle-
man from Illineis to the fact that the entire resolution does
not embrace 12 lines of reading matter; that any Member of
this House can read it in one minute, that this question has
been thrashed out and considered for years in this House, and
if the gentleman wants a reasonable time for debate, or a
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reasonable time to offer amendments, the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. Rucker] has stated that he would like to have you
malke n proposition, and say what time you want.

Mvr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course it Is unnecessary to discuss
the question as to svhether it is to go over or not. The gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] has stated that he did not pro-
pese to let the bill go over. He intends {o procecd with its
immediate consideration. The question now is as to whether or
not gentlemen on that side of the ITouse desire to agree to a
reasonnble time, within the limitations of to-day’s debate.

Mr., MANN. There is no necessity for an agreement about
time. The gentleman has the power at any time to move the
previons question on the passage of the resclution, and un-
doubtedly hans the power to earry it. .

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Missouri will have
to move the previous guestion at the end of an hour. I under-
stand he does not desire to take advantage of that right, if
there is a desire for more debate and opportunity for amend-
ment on that gide of the House. If that side of the House want
more time they can get it. If not, the gentleman from Missouri
can go ahead and use his hour and yicld such time as is re-
quested on that side of the House, and at the end of the houtr
move the previous question, but we do not desire to do that if
you will indicate a reasonable time.

Mr, MANN. But the gentleman from Missouri can reserve a
minute or more of his hour and take the floor and move the pre-
vious question at any time. Does the gentleman from Missourl
propose to give any opportunity for amendment?

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Is the gentleman addressing his
question 1o me?

AMr. MANN. To either gentieman; I suppose the gentleman
from Missouri is the one to answer.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: I svill answer the gentleman if
his inquiry is addressed to me. A colloguy has been going on
for some time and the gentleman has been using my name
frequently, and if he desires to ask a question I will answer it.

Mr. MANN, I asked the gentleman from Missouri the same
question a while ago.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. And the gentleman from Missouri
snid yes. The trouble about it is that some gentlemen have
objected to things here so long and so often that they have be-
come chronie cbjectors, and are never quite ready to vote on
any question supposed to confer a power or respond to a de-
maud of the people.

Mr. MANN., Oh, I hayve heard that so often that it is not
new to me.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.
again unless he reforms.

Mr., MANN., The gentleman from Missourl is not likely to
reform my methods.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman from
Michigan if he wants two hours of debate on that side, or
three, or four, or a day?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I have had so little
opportunity to consult with gentlemen upon this side that it is
difficult to kmow low much time will be consumed; but in view
of the importance of the matter, and in view of the statements
made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxpenwoon], who
I suppose spoke by authority, that this matter is going to be
concluded to-night, anyway——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was speaking with the authority of
ilie gentleman from Missouri, who has the bill in charge.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan (continuing). I will ask for at
least four hours' general debate—two hours upon a side.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, if I correctly un-
derstood the genlleman, I will ask unanimous consent that gen-
cral debate may proceed on this reselution for four hours—two
hourg to be controlled by the gentleman from Alichizan and two
hours by myself.

Mr. MADDIN. Mr. Speaker, n parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKIIR. The gentleman will state it

Mr. MADDEN. I wish to know whether amendments to the
reselution will be in order at any time daring the general de-
bate or whether amendments must be offered svhile the bill is
being read under the five-minute rule?

The SPEAKER. Amendments are not in order during gen-
eral debate.

Mr. NORILS rose.

The SPEARER, Doces the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Nebraskn?

Afr. RUCKER of Missouri, I will.

Alr. NORRIS. I wunt to ask the gentleman from Aisspuri
if lLie will not inelude in his request some provision about amend-
ments? I am not auxious to extend the time of dcbhate, but he

And the gentleman will hear it

can just as well inelude in his request that amendments shall
técbiu order during general debate or at the close of general
ebate.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I have no objection to gentlemen
offering such amendments as in their judzment they think
proper during the two hours of debate.

Mr., NORRIS. Suppose the gentleman includes that in his
request.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl.
include it in the request.

Mr. NORRIS. I think it is, from the statement just made by
the Speaker, ns I understand it

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman ylield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Tlinois?

Mr., RUCKER of Missouri, Certainly.

Mr. MADDEN. Doesnot the gentleman from Missouri think, in
view of the statement made by the Speaker to the effect that
amendments will not be in order during general debate, that we
ought to have some understanding that amendments can be
preseated and have them pending, even though they may not
be considered until the end of tlie general debate and during
the reading of the bill?

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman can read any amendments he
desires to offer in his own time.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from New York?

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Yes.

Mr. SULZER. T desive to say to the gentleman from Illinois
that he, or any ofher Member, can read any amendment he
desires o offer in his own time. That is all that should be
required.

Mr. MADDEN. T did not suggest that T wanted to read an
amendment, but that T wanted some method suggested by which
amendments could be introduced and have them pending for
car;sideration while the bill was being read under the five-minute
rule.

Alr. JAMES. I would like to ask a question, if the zentleman
will yield.

The SPHAKER. Does the gentleman from Missourl yleld
to the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. RUCEKER of Missourl. Yes.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois seems
to be quite anxious to amend this resolution, and I would like to
ask him if it is his purpose to support the resolution for the
election of Senators by a direct vote of the people?

Alr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think I may say to the gen-
tlemnn from Kentucky that I do intend to support the resolu-
tion, and I am not sure that I want to offer an amendment to it,
but I may, and I desire to have that opportunity——

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor.

Mr. MADDEN. But, Mr. Speaker, I am answering the gues-
‘tion of the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

AMr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, a few moments ago I understood
the Speaker to state, in answer to a parlinmentary inquiry of
my colleague, that amendments would not be in order by a gen-
tleman who obtained the floor in so-called general debate. That
rule is undoubtedly true of course as to debate in Committee
of the Whole, but this is a House bill on the House Calendar,
and any Member obtaining the floor, as I recall the rules and
precedents, may offer an amendment and have it votcd upon
unless a different arrangement is made.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman making a point of order
or propounding n pariinmentary inguiry?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, T simply call that to the attention
of the Chair. I think the Chair was in error in the statement,
evidently having in mind general debate in Commitiee of the
Whole.

Ar. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to repeat
the request for unanimous consent swhich I made a moment ago.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his request.

Mr. RUCKER of Missonri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that general debate may proceed for four hours, two
hours of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. Youra] and two hours by myself, and that during the
general debnte any gentleman having the floor for the purpose
of discussing the matter may offer amendments in his own time,
and those amendments will be considered as pending; and at
the expiration of four hiours the previous guestion to be con-
sidered as ordered on the resolution and all amendments to final
passage.

I do not think it is necessary to
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent that general debate proceed on this resolution for
four hours, half the time to be controlled by himself and the
other half by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youxa]; that
during that debate any Member shall be permitted in his own
time to offer an amendment and have it considered as pending,
and that at the end of the four hours the previous guestion
shall be considered as ordered on the resolution and pending
amendinents.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Of course, I suppose it is under-
stood that my request is that the previous question shall be
considered as ordered when the general debate ceases, even if it
does not run for four hours,

The SPEAEKER. Certainly. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Mis-
souri begins—I do not wish to interrnpt the gentleman after he
begins—I desire {o say that I voted for a similar resolution
some time ago, and have voted for it two or three times; and I
wiint to ask the gentleman from Missouri if he will not, for my
benefit and the benefit of others here who have thus voted,
kindly explain the difference between this resolution and the
resolution that was passed in the House the last time the
subject was before the House.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, T am going to con-
sume but a few minutes’ time in the discussion of this question,
Some criticism has been made here that we are proceeding with
undue haste, and suggestions have also been heard that the re-
port accompanying this resolution was printed within the last
hour or two; that the resolution itself ywas only introduced dur-
ing this session of Congress and within the last 10 days.

Mr. Speaker, charged with responsibility to faithfully serve a
great constituency, on the first day that this House convened,
the first hour it was possible to do so, I introduced a resolution
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States authorizing the election of Senators by a direct vote of
tlie people. On the second day of this session this resolution
was introduced. Just as soon as the committees of this House
were formed I sought to advise members of the committee that
this measure would be considered, and invited their attendance
upon a meeting of the committee.

If there is blame to attach because members of the commit-
tee which reported this resolution have not had more time for
consideration, it is not due to any fault of the committee on
committees, which announced the make-up of the Democratic
side of all the committees of this House even before the House
mef, but it is due to the committee on committees on the minor-
ity side, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx], who took
until last Tuesday, day before yesterday, as I understand, to
announce his committees.

But I am not going to discuss that; neither will I be drawn
into a discussion of the fact that various changes from time to
time have appeared in the language employed in these several
resolutions which have been introduced. Let me say in a gen-»
eral way all of those resolutions present a similar thought and
had a common purpose. They all respond to a sentiment in this
Nation which is as wide as the Republic, a sentiment which
permeates our suntry from the Atlantic to the Pacifie, a senti-
ment which is .ompelling Representatives to respond to public
will, The deliberate judgment of the people of the United
States, of the great mass of the people, demands that we reform
the method of electing Senators by changing from a system
which has sullied the fair names of States and traduced the
character of gentlemen who have sought and won high political
honors. The people demand that Senators of the United States
who serve them in the highest legislative tribunal in the world
shall be elected by a direct vote and shall respond to the will
of the people. Gentlemen dilate upon the great constitutional
gquestions involved—and they are great questions—and who
admonish us to prudence and deliberation, forget that for 20
years or more the people of the United States have compelled
obedience to their will in this Chamber and secured the passage
of innumerable resolutions through this House.

There has been grave difliculty, I grant, for the people to
reach the ear of all public servants. Just as you remove in
point of distance a man charged with great responsibilities
from the source which gave him power, just to that extent you
diminish the opportunity of those who confer the power to get a
response to popular appeal to that public servant. We stand with
the great rank and file of the American people, and demand that
this very day the House shall again go on record in favor of
this great reform measure, pledged in platforms and advocated
by leading spirits in all political parties. I trust the House of
Representatives will again, and on this day, send greetings to
the American people that we yield to their desires and cheer-

fully respond to their demands by sending to the Senate of the
United States a resolution providing for an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States by which the people will be
able to vote directly for United States Senators. As to the
form of the resolution, I desire to state that according to my
information the pending resolution has received more considera-
tion in another body, has been more deliberately, dispassion-
ately, and Intelligently discussed there than any other resolu-
tion on this subjeet ever submitted to either House of Con-
gress, and that by reason of and on account of the fact that
this identical resclution was fully and ably discussed in that
body during the last session, and because it secured such a
large support there, a support which will be augmented, I be-
leve, by others who are now Members of that body, thus mak-
ing the passage of this resolution an assured fact, your coms-
mittee has accepted it and recommended its adoption by the
House.

For these reasons largely, and beeanse of its own merits, we
have seen fit to report here in identical words the resolution
reported by the Senate Committee on Judiclary during the last
session of Congress. Mr. Speaker, the last time this resolution,
or a similar resolution, passed this House——

Mr, RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether
there is any possibility of gentlemen on this side having an op-
portunity to hear what is going on in this Hall?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California makes the
point of order that the House is not in order. The point is well
taken. Gentlemen upon this side of the Hall have a right to
hear the debate, and those who desire to converse will please
retire to the cloakroom.

Mr. RAKER. Mr, Speaker, before the genileman from Mis-
souri beging, I want to say this——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from California?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The speech the gentleman is go-
ing to make is a good one, but I can not yield right now.

Mr, RAKER. I am not going to take up any time, but it
seems this part of the Iall here——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is not in
order,

Mr. RAKER. But the gentleman yielded.

The SPEAKER. Noj; the gentleman refused to yield.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the last time a
resolution similar to this passed this House it passed under
suspension of the rules and was declared to have received two-
thirds of all the votes cast, but, as a matter of fact, it received
about seven-eighths of all the votes.

Defore that, and only a few years ago, a similar resolution
passed the House, and my recollection is that on a viva voce
vote there was not a single vote cast against its passage. In
other words, I believe that for the last 15 or 20 years public
sentiment has been crystallizing around this great question, a
question so important, I think, to the future of this great He-
public that gentlemen here will gladly respond to public will
and to their conception of duty and vote this resolution up to
the other end of this Capitol.

Believing that this measure will receive practically nnanimous
support, and believing that every gentleman here on both sides
of this IHall who is really in favor of this great reform, who
really wants to see the Constitution amended as proposed, will
vote down every amendment offered, either by gentiemen on
that side or by gentlemen on this, I now ask the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Youna] to consume a part of his time, and.
I reserve the balance of my own.

Mr. YOUNG of Mlchigan. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose
to consume very much of the time of the Hotse upon this propo-
sition. 'This House has on several occasions passed joint reso-
lutions in favor of the election of United States Senators by a
direct vote of the people. I take it that the sentiment upon
that question is overwhelmingly in favor of the proposition on
both sides of this Chamber. And it is nof any part of my
purpose to oppose that feature of this resolution.

At the lnst session of Congress, as I recolleet it, a resolution
in favor of election of Members of the Senate by the direct vote
of the people was passed in this body without a division. But,
sir, this resolution goes muech further than that, and'I wish
the House to know exactly what they are doing when they vote
upon this resolution. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
TtuckEr] has said that this resolution is the same as that which
was reported to the Senate by Senator Boram last winter, but
he has omitted to say that it is a very different proposition
from that which was finally submifted to the Senate and upon
which the final vote was taken. This resolution provides for
an amendment of section 4 of Article I, paragraph 1, of the
Constitution. That has nothing to do directly with the question
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of whether the people should themselves vote for Members of
the Senate or whether they should be chosen by the State
legislntures. .

Afr. JAMES.
question?

The SPEAKIR. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield
to the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan, Yes, sir.

Mr, JAMES. The gentleman has stated that this resolu-
tion as now proposed is not the same one that was voted upon
in the Senate.

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan, Yes, sir.

Mr. JAMES. Now, that Is true; but is not this the same
resolution that was reported by the Judiciary Committee of the
Senate before it was nmended there? :

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Rrcker] has already said that, and I have said that.

Myr, JAMIIS, I thought you ought to put that in your re-
marks so that your side might know that thelr own party
reported this proposition in the Senate, which is identieal to
thie one here offered now.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. If the gentleman had been giving
his usual attention, lie wwould have heard me say it

Mr. JAMES. I do not think the gentleman was as eclear as
he usually is or I would not have deawn the deduetion I did.

Mr. XOUNG of Michigan., Section 4 of Artiele I of the Con-
stitution, paragraph 1, which it is proposed to amend, is in the
following language:

The times, places, and manper of holding clections for Senators and
Representatives shall be preseribed In each State by the legislature
thercof ; but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such
regulations, except as to the piaces of choosing Senators.

The effect of this nmendment now proposed is to strike out
the portion of the Constitution which gives to the Congress of
the United States if it desires the right to regulate the clection
of Senators in the States, n power which has been held by the
Congress of the United States since the formation of the Con-
stitution and which at some future time it may be extremely
necessary that it should exercise.

. My, MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Yonlizn] yield to the gentleman from South Dakotn [Mr. Man-
TIN] ?

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan.

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a

I do.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The eoffect of the adeption |

of the amendment in the form proposed in this resolution would
be fo create the condition by which Congress would still have
power to regulate the election pertaining to Members of the
House and not of the Senate, would it not?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I wish to say that I do not know.
And I have studied the language as far as I have had oppor-
tunity to do so. I think it'was undoubtedly the intention of
the men who framed this provision to leave that power over
the election of Representatives. But I do not know whether
they have done it or not.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It would certainly leave no
power as to the election of Senators with Congress.

My, YOUNG of Michigan. Absolutely none. If the words of
the amendment to the Constitution which it is proposed to adopt
are approved by a sufficient number of States, it would in terms
take away the power even to regulate the election of Members
of this House, and I am not sure swhether that is cured by the
words of the resolution, which are as follows:

That in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4, In so far as the
game relates to any authority in Congress to make or alter regulations
as to the time of holding elections for Scnators—

And so forth.

That is in the resolution. It is not in the amendment. The
language of the amendment would apply to both, and it is
attempted to cure that by thils ambiguous language.

Now, sir, nobody cian foresee tlhie future. Nobody ecan tell
how necessary it may be in the future in some State or States
of this Union for Congress to have the power of regulating the
election of Senators of the United States.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr, Speaker, I desire to ask
the gentleman if he has prepared an amendment to cure this
apparent defect?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I shall offer an amendment, now
that the gentleman has suggested it. I will do it at this point,
and T will ask that it be read at the Clerk’s desk and be con-
sidered as pending.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows: .

Amend by striking out, on page 1, llne T, all after the word " vaean-
cleg ™ 111; to and including the word * Senators,” in line 10, and, on
page 2, by siriking ount all of lines 0, 10, and 11.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will mark fhat as * Amendment
No. 1.”

Mr. KENDALL., Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Iown?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. T yleld.

Mr. RENDALL. Before the gentleman proceeds further,
I want to inguire whetler, if his amendment were adopted, it
svould restore this resolution to the condition it was in when it
was voted upen in the Senate?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Absolutely.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask leave to withdraw the amend-
ment just offered and submit it in a little different form, reecit-
ing the langzunge. But it is of the same effect.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michizan withdraws
hig first amendment.

Mr. YOUNG of Michizan., I ask that the modified amendment
be read at the desk and considered.

The SPEANER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read asg follows:

Amend as follows:

Strike oot cn page I the lan
“ And in lien of all of paragraph
o far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or
alter regnlations ag to the times or manner of holding electlons for
Senators.”

And strike out on
follows :

“The times, places, and manner of holding electlons for Benators
shall be ns prescribed in cach State by the legislature thereof.”

Mr. CALDER. That makes it clear.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yleld
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan., I do.

Mr. COOPIER. Mpr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from
Michigan if that is substantially what is known as the Suther-
land amendment?

My, YOUNG of Michigan.
Sutherland amendment.

Mr. KENDATLL. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Yes.

Mr. KENDALL. That would preserve to the people the right
to vote directly for a Senator, but it would retain in the Con-
gress the authority to fix the time, place, and muanner of clee-

tion?
The

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan.
time is exeepted.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Georgia? A

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan. I do. .

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman think that the amend-
ment affects the right of the States to prescribe the qualifiea-
tion% of voters who vote for United States Senators, and the
administration of the laws relative fo such eloctions, and the
power to appoint officers to superintend the election of Uuited
States Senators; and will it not authorize Congress to authorize
and control the officers of the election of United Stntes Sena-
tors, such as clerks, United States marshals, and otlier officers
to supervise them?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan., I would not attempt, in the little
time that I have for {he cousideration of this matter, to say
just liow far the authority of Congress would go under that
amendment, but I will say this to the gentlemnun, that it would
be just exactly the same as it 18 to-day, that there would he no
dilference; that it simply leaves in the Constitution a provision
that is there now.

Mr. BARTLETT. With refercnce to what—with reference to
Representatives?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. No; Representatives and Senators

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, it is the purpose of this amendment,
a8 I understand it, whether expressed in so many words or not,
to vest in Congress, or, as the gentleman has put it to leave in
Congress, a8 he now construes the Constitution to mean, the full,
exclusive, plenary power to regulate everything with reference
to the election of United States Senators.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It leaves the same power that we
have at present, no more and no less; the power under which
ﬂéis ngvernment has existed ever since the Constitution was
adopted.

e bLeginning in llne 7, as follows:
of scction 4 of said Artlcle 1, In

page 2 the language Dbeginning in line 0, as

It is absolutely the same os the

Not the place, I should say.
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Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit another
question——

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. O, yes.

Mr. BARTLETT. I am =sorry my friend is not a little more
frank about the matter. I do not charge him with not being
sincere, but

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Oh, if the gentleman’s party
friends had given us a little more time to consider this matter
I might have been able to give a more complete answer to the
gentleman from Georgia. :

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I want
to say that I favor this resolution as it has been introduced;
and I am sorry that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Young]
and his party associates on the committee and in the House
have not all the time that they deem reasonably necessary. If
1 had it in my power, on every important question I would give
you full opportunity to amend and discuss; but I want to say
to the IHouse and to the gentleman, that if that amendment is
adopted I think there are many of us who will under no ciy-
cumstances vote for this resolution with that amendment upon 1t.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I am not surprised at the state-
ment of the gentleman. It discloses a state of affairs which I
had suspected, that there are some gentlemen in this House
who are not in favor of the election of Senators by the people,
and yet, who will vote for this proposition if they can have
combined with it the other proposition, to leave it absolutely
in the power of a corrupt State to defeat the will of the people
and to defeat the will of this body, while the American Con-
gress stands by utterly lhelpless. [Applause on the Republican
side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield
to the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
Texans,

Mr. SLAYDEN. I should like to inquire where, in the opin-
ion of the gentleman, these corrupt States are?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan., Many States at times have been
corrupt.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Shake not your gory locks at us.
not find them in the South.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It has been charged by southern
gentlemen at times.

Mr. CLAYTON. Some of the Southern States were cor-
ruptly governed during the reconstruction period by the Repub-
lican Party and carpetbaggers and scalawags put in charge of
the State governments of the South by the Republican Party.
[Applause on the Democratie side.]

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do not care to be drawn into all
of these side issues, but I wish to say just one word about the
manner in which this resolution appears here; and I want to
say, in the first place, that I do not east any reflection of un-
fairness upon the gentleman from Missourl [Mr. Rucker], the
chairman of this committee, or his party colleagues, but I do
think they have ancted with undue haste in foreing this im-
portant matter before this body with so little chance to consider
it. Of course I do not think that this body needs much time to
consider the prinecipal proposition, the election of Senators by
the people, but it does need time to consider the langunge
which shall be written into the Constitution of the United
States to endure, perhaps, for ages. This Committee on the
Blection of President and Vice President was appointed day
before yesterday in the afternoon. That evening the gentleman
from Missouri sent out notices for a meeting the next morning
at 10 o'clock. Mnany gentlemen, like myself, had publie business
in the departments that morning, and we did not reach our
committee room until after this meeting had been held. The
gentleman from New York [Mr. DaxrorTit], & member of the
minority, reached there a few minutes before the committee
concluded its proceedings.

I charge no bad faith, I charge no attempt to prevent the
minority's being present, but the effect of it all was that the
matter was not considered by either side of the House with any
degree of ecare, and if it had been, I do not believe the resolu-
tion would have come in here with such crudities of language
in it as appear in many instances. 1 hope that the gentlemen
on the other side of the House will forego their desire to take
from the Congress of the United States the power, in any event,
to regulate the election of Senators, that they will permit this
amendment to be adopted and the resolation, substantially as
introduced except in that respect, to pass. [Applause.] I re-
serve the halance of my time. Wi

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Apair].

I will yield to my friend from

You can

Mr. ADAIR, Mr. Speaker, as long as I haye a volee and vote
in this House I shall stand for all reforms demanded by the
patriotic and intelligent voters of the country. During my four
years of service in this body I have consistently and persistently
fought all forms of special privilege intended to benefit the few
at the expense of the many. I have vigorously opposed all
propositions to raid the Governient Treasury by the granting
of subsidies and have insisted upon an economical administri-
tion of the aifairs of government to the end that the burdens
of the people may be lightened.

The country is to be congratulated upon the fact that the
present Democratic membership of the House stands as a unit
against the evils T have enumerated and has already shown its
good intentions and devotion to the people and to the country
by ecutting down the expenses of the House over $182,000 per
year; and this is but a drop in the bucket as compared with
what we will save the people when the various departments of
government are placed on a business basis. We are going to
practice what we preach by reducing the cost of government
to its actual needs.

And now we come to another great reform—the election of
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people.

Mr. Speaker, I introduced a joint resolution in the Sixtieth
Congress, reintroduced it in the Sixty-first Congress, and again
introduced it on the first. day of this session proposing an
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of
Senators of the Unifed States by a dircet vote of the people,
The resolution is as follows:

Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 20) proposing an amendment to the Constl-
tution of the United States providing for the election of Senators of
the United States.

Resolved by the SBenate and House of Representatives o{ the United
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con-
curring therein), That the following amendments be Propased to the
legislatures of the several States, which, when ratified by three-fourths
of said leglslatures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution
namely : In lMeu of the first and second paragraphs of section 3 o
Article T of the Constitution of the United States of Amerlea the fol-
lowing shall be proposed a8 an amendment to the Constitution :

“ See. 8. That the Senate of the United States shnll be composed of
two Senntors from each State, who shuall be elected by a direct vote of
the people thereof for a term of six years, and ench Senator shall have
one vote: a plurality of the votes cast for ecandldates for Senator shall
elect, and the electors shall have the gualifieations requisite for electors
of the most numerous bransh of the State lezislature.

*When vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, In the repre-
sentation of any State in the Senate the same shall be filled for the
unexplred term thereof in the same manuner as is provided for the
election of Secnators in paragraph one: Provided, That the executive
thereof shall make temporary appointment until the next general or
spoi:in‘iteltectlon, held in accordance with the statutes or constitution of
such State.

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the electinon
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valld as a part of the
Constltution.”

Mr, Speaker, this joint resolution shows where I have stood
for several years on this great and important question. I
am one of those who believe the people can be trusted, and the
cloger the relationship between the Govermment and the people
ithe better it will be for all concerned. In my judgment the
nearer a governmental agency is to the source of power the
greater will be its value, probity, and efliciency. Direct re-
sponsibility results in honesty, and good faith sustains the
wavering, lends encouragement te the timid, and exposes and
defeats the unworthy, incompetent, and corrupt. The tendency
of government the world over is toward the people. The move-
ment is gradual, but continuous and persistent; there has been
no backward step; no retrogression or recession.  Without haste
or thought of retracing our steps we have moved forward in the
direction of liberty and the closer relationship between the
people and the Government.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before the House is one of great
importance, It is a long step in the right direction, and when
enncted into law the will of the people will be supreme in the
United States Senate. Wealth, plutocracy, and subserviency
to the interests will no longer be the qualificnfions necessary
for a Senafor, but rugged honesty, recognized ability, admitted
capacity, and wide experience will be required of those who
occupy a seat in the highest lawmaking body of the land. I
know, Mr. Speaker, there are some who style themselves as
“wateh dogs™ of the Constitution, who come forward with a
storm of condemmation whenever it is proposed to amend that
document. I am free to confess that in my humble judgment
no instrument in the history of the world compares with the
Constitution of the United States, but Article V of the Consti-
tution gives Congress the power of amendment, and this right
has been exercised time and again as the exigencies demanded.

Both time and experience have shown that as a whole the
Constitution is good and wise and the people have given it their
heartiest approval ; but devotion to the instrument itself should
prompt us to make such changes as will insure to the people
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the grentest degree of liberty. When those who formed this
Government looked over the world they saw nothing but arbi-
trary governments; a monarchial form of government prevailed
everywhere. Their experiment was great and grand, yet it
wias hazardous. They were determined, however, to form a
government of the people. Some of them, realizing the splendid
ability and the vast capacity of the American people for self-
government, were willing to lay aside all of the shackles and
forms of arbitrary government, but there were others who had
less faith in the people for self-gzovernment and insisted on
retaining some of the influences and agencies peculiar to a
monarchieal form of government. I believe expericnce has
taught us that such agencies can safely be dispensed with and
that we ean with perfect safety bring the Government closer
to the people by allowing them to vote direct for United States
Senators.

Mr. Speaker, the present method of electing Senators has
made the United States Senate the home of many men of
great wealth, whose hearts do not beat in sympathy with the
interests of the plain people and who never would have oc-
cupied a seat in that body if their election had been left to a
direct vote of the people, We have reached a time in the his-
tory of the country when the Senate is no longer looked upon
a8 the safe, conservative body, the so-calléd balance wheel,
but is looked upon with dread and apprehension by the average
Ameriean citizen, while the Housge, with all its faults and un-
certainties, is regarded as the representative body of the Ameri-
can people, where can be heard the voice of the average citizen
and where his rights will be protected and enforced. 'This con-
dition is due to_the fact that legislatures are frequently invaded
by men of great wealth, shrewdness, and audacity, and the
rights of the people give way to the exactions of corporate
power; and he who ean serve the corporations by controlling a
legislature, throngh intrigue or persuasion, is regarded as fully
equipped for service as a Senator, in which position he ecan
guard and protect the interests of the corporation he serves.
In this way the standard for the exalted position of United
States Senator is debased by corporate influence, The wire-
puller and the schemer are frequently preferred to the states-
man and the patriot, and the proud title of United States Sena-
tor has lost much of its power in the suspicions which rest in
the public mind as to the manner and conditions of their se-
lection.

Mr. Speaker, when Senators are elected by the people there
will be no legislative deadlocks, which in the past have not
only resulted in seandal, but have frequently deprived certain
States of an equal representation in this body. The Constitution
provides that each State shall be entitled to two Senators, but
during the past 20 years there has scarcely been a time when
one or more States were not tied up in a deadlock over the
election of a Senator, and therefore were deprived of their fair
and equal representation. This was an injustice to the State
and unfair to the whole country.

The present system has had an evil effect on the election of
members of the legislatures. The two seats in the United States
Senate for each State are highly coveted prizes in American
publie life, and as long as legislatures choose our Senators,
those who covet these prizes will make it their business to
chooge members of the legislatures, and in this way much cor-
ruption and fraud will ereep into our public life,

It has been said by another that the United States Senate of
to-day may be likened unto the Roman senate of old. Rome, at
the zenith of her power, boasted of the learning of her senators,
which has been handed down to posterity and forms to-day the
masterwork of the Latin tongue. DBut her senate became the
goal of those who bought their seats with their gold, thus driv-
ing out the men whose brillianey shone in brains alone; their
laws began fo decline; the people lost their virility; they lost
their manhood and they lost Rome. Money is forever the same.
Its one inherent quality in the social universe is cohesion, Its
power wherever exercised is proportionafe to its mass. Sep-
arated from the individuality of its owner It becomes a menace
to the body politie, the destroyer of social equality and the
creator of caste. The immortal Lincoln, with keen insight,
foresaw the future of the United States Senate when he
prophetically admonished his countrymen to “beware of the
money power which seeks to perpetuate its reign until the
wealth of the country has passed into the hands of the few and
the Nation is lost.”

Mr. Speaker, I believe the only way to remedy these evils is
to so change the Constitution that the people may vote direct
for Senators the same as they now vote for Members of the
House. HEvery Member of Congress who believes in a repub-
lican form of government, a government by the people and for
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the people, and who is in favor of preserving the sovereignty in
1lie hands of the citizens will vote for this resolution. Its adop-
tion will bring the Government closer to the people, will prevent
corruption and scandal in State legislatures, will lessen the
temptation of political parties to gerrymander legislative dis-
tricts for partisan purposes, and will make United States Sen-
ators directly responsible to the individual citizen. We have
recently passed a resolution providing for a great exposition to
be lield in the city of San Francisco to celebrate the completion
of the Panama Canal, to which we have invited the nations of
the world. How fitting it would be to signalize it by the sub-
mission and adoption of this amendment to the Constitution,
tlius publishing to the world that the greatest Republic on earth
has given to its people direct control of the legislative depart-
ment of Government.

Mr, Speaker, I hope this resolution will pass without a dis-
senting voice.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I now yield 15 minutes to my
colleague on the committee [Mr, Hopsox].

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, replying to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Youna], who has just spoken, and to his criticism
of haste on the part of the committee, I wish, as a member of
the committee, to state, as doubtless the chairman will later
state at some length, that the guestion of consideration of this
measure was taken up by the committee, and it was the unani-
monus view of the members present at yesterday's meeting, in-
cluding members of the minority, that there would be no prejus-
dice, no undue haste, in if{s consideration at yesterday’s meeting,
and in taking a vote at the same meeting. In view of the ab-
sence of geveral members, including the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. Younc], it was agreed by unanimous consent that
though the vote of absent members would not affect the vote
of the committee, they would be given the right to vote on the
question and be so recorded by the committee.

CIVIL GOVEENMENT EVOLYED FROM MILITARY ORGANIZATION.

Mr, Speaker, this question involves the organic law of this
Iand. America is the only country where there is, strictly
speaking, constitutional or organic law. History shows that
governments grew out of military organizations that were cre-
ated primarily for the purpose of a better self-defense. They
started when families in the face of common eunemies stopped
their own quarrels and organized eclans. Out of these military
organizations clan governments were formed. When clans,
confronted by a common daunger, submerged their differences and
formed tribes, the larger military organization gave birth to
tribal government, When great warring tribes, confronted by a
common danger, united and formed nations, the still larger
military organizations gave birth to the great monarchical gov-
ernments of to-day.

Growing out of military systems the older governments of the
worlil are patterned on military lines,

Aunyone familiar with a military organization knows that
power to be effective must be concentrated, must be lodged in
a supreme head, whose authority is transmitted downward in
gradual stages until it reaches the rank and file of the army.
In this way every government of history, ircluding the gov-
ernment from which ours sprang, originally ledged authority in
a supreme head and in a hierarchy of nobility, practically ex-
cluding the masses of the people from civil ns from military
authority. The rulers, being human, and holding the power,
naturally adopted the hereditary principle for its transmission
and  perpetuation.

EVOLUTIONARY TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY FROM RULERS TO THE PEOPLE.

When self-defense and war came to occupy not all but only
a part of the thought of the Nation, the military principle in
government began to yield to a growing demand of the people
for a share in eivil authority. As the normal condition of
society steadily beeame more one of peace and less one of war
the necessity for centralization of power steadily declined, and
the demand of the people for participation in government
steadily grew and gradually overcame the opposition of heredi-
tary rulers, reluctant to part with power. It can be stated
broadly that the progress of civil government has been a steady
evolution of decentralization—the slow but steady passing down
of authority from rulers to thie people.

The fuet of fundamental importance for us fo remember at
this juncture is that, in spite of setbacks due to revolutionary
excesses in particular cases, the results have been beneficent,
tending toward the progress of the world. The question for
us to determine in passing upon this resolution is simply
whether its provisions are revolutionary or evolutionary. If
they are evolutionary, then the light of all history shows that
they are wise and should be adopted.
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THE CONSTITUTION AN EVOLUTIOX.

The fastest evolution has taken place in Anglo-Saxon lands,
where the monarch and the nobility have been shorn of most
of their power. At the time that our Government was founded

_a conviction had crystallized in the Anglo-Saxon world that the
supreme civil power could be lodged safely in the hands of
the people themselves [applause]; and when this Union was
established, {he supreme power of the land was lodged in the
people and expressed in their organie law. As great as was
the forward step in the adoption of the Constitution, it was
evolutionary and not revolutionary, for our fathers in their
wisdom fully realized the limitations and weaknesses of human
nature, and the diffienlties and dangers that naturally besect
the practieal operations of decentralized, popular government.
The very organic instrument that lodged supreme power in
the hands of the people provided In its practical operation for
a double system of restraints, the restraints of subdivision,
and the restraints of representative agents.

OURS A GOVERNMENT OF RESTRAINTS.

The two great divisions of authority are the individual States
and the United States. The authority lodged in the people of
individual States and in their governments constitutes a funda-
mental balance and ckeck upon the exercise of the powers lodged
in the Federal Government.

The powers of the Federal Government and, indeed, of all the
Stata governmenis are further subdivided into three coordi-
nate branches—legislative, judicial, executive. The legislative
branch is still further divided into two houses, an upper and a
lower house. :

Restraint through the employment of representative agents
is as largely developed as restraints through subdivision. All
of the actunl operations of government, as provided in the Con-
stitution, are carried on through representative agents, and
most of the operations are in the hands of agents chosen by
agents. In only one house of one branch, the lower house of
the legislative branch, are the agents chosen by the people
themselves. Under the Constitution the upper house of the
legislative branch and the executive branch are two degrees
removed from the people, while the judieial branch is three
degrees removed from the people.

With such a combined system of checks and restraints the
Constitution of the United States in vesting the supreme power
in the people and even permitting universal or manhood suffrage
was only a step in evelution, and not a matter of revolation in
Anglo-Saxon institutions.

REVOLUTION IMPOSSIBLE IN AMERICA.

In providing for changes or amendments the Constitution
contemplated further evolution, and in the method of amending,
the restraints and safeguards are so developed that violent
and revolutionary changes are practically impossible.

In the evolutionary development of nearly a century and a
gquarter there has been no fundamental change in the system
of subdivision of powers elther between the Iederal Govern-
ment and the State governments or between tle branches of
the Federal Government or the branches of government in any
State. The Federal Government is exercising its powers more
and more and is entering fields that appear new, but in reality
no new powers have been assumed. There is at times talk of
usurpation of power on the part of one branch of the Goyern-
m‘ent, but in reality no organic change or practice has taken

ace.

E RYOLUTION RESTRICTED,

Evelutionary development has been confined and is now con-
fined to extending the control of the people over representative
agents. The first development was in the assumption of power
to vote for the Executive, bringing this branch of government
down to one degree instead of two degrees removed. It must
be remembered, iowever, that though the people vote substan-
tially for Presidents, the candidates are still chosen by con-
ventions, or are two degrees removed, though individual States,
Alpbama first, and now Oregon, are giving the people oppor-
1unity to vole on their cholee of candidates for the Presidency.
This evolutionary development has been long In use, though
withont formal amendment to the Constitution, and its effects
Lave been beneficlal. The right to vote directly on candidates
for the Presidency will doubtless be extended fo all the States.
Tlie proposition now is to bring down the election of Senators
to o direet vote, making these representative agents one degree
instead of two degrees removed from the people.

DIRECT ELECTION OF SENATORS OVERDUE.

The power to do this has already been assumed by the people
in many of the individual States, and the experience in each
case has confirmed the convietion, which is now almost univer-
sal, that it should’' be extended in a formal way to all the

States. Such an amendment is clearly a step in the evolution
of government; the time is clearly more than ripe for the step
{o be taken. There is no tinge of revolution in the proposition.
The results could only be advantageous. It would be the part
of wisdom for this amendment {o be adopted and the people to
be given this added conirol of elections.

I realize that men have always differed as to the part that
the people should take in the affairs of government, and that
this difference lies at the foundation of all party governments.
One temperament, one type of mind, has more confidence in the
masses of the people than the other type of mind. One type
wants the Government conserved more as it has been, and that
type forms the basis for the conservative party in every nation.
The other type of mind wants the Government brought down
more rapidly to the people; it is more liberal in its confidence in
the people, and that type forms the basis for the liberal parly
in every government. There may be changes of the names,
there may be many parties springing up for particular pur-
poses at particular times, but in the long evolution of govern-
ment in all countries where there is a conception of popular
government this will be the fundamental dividing line between
the two great parties.

ONLY REACTIONABIES CAN OPPOSE MEASURD.

The time is so ripe for this step—the clection of Senators
by direet vote of the people—it has been so thoroughly considered
and so widely tried out in individual States; it is such a com-
paratively short step and so in keeping with the manifest
evolution of our institutions that even the conservative element
in our midst can freely accept it without misgiving. Only men
of reactionary temperament can harbor misgivings.

It should be borne in mind that the amendment would have
no effect upon the division of powers between the Federal Gov-
ernment and the individual States. It takes from the Federal
Government no power granted by the Constitution; it takes
from the States no power reserved by the Constitution. It al-
ters not the balance of power as between large and small States,
maintaining the equality of suffrage in the Senate, nor does it
tend to any such disturbance, for Article V of the Constitution
puts it beyond the reach of any amendment to reduce this equal
suflrage for any State, large or small, without the consent of the
State. PFurthermore, the amendment docs not alter the division
of powers between the three coordinate branches of the Govern-
ment. It only affects one form of the legislative branch, and
ihe whole change in the legislative branch would not relatively
be as great as the change in the executive branch by the direct
voting of the people for the Presidents, which change has
proved beneficial, The powers of the Senate remain unchanged;
the term of office of Senators remains unchanged.

Some timid minds may have misgivings that the amendment
would remove restraint upon the action of the lower House,
needed to prevent hasty or revolutionary legislation in times of
popular passion or enthusiasm. :

= PRACTICAL EFFECT.

Now, follow the course of a measure considered revolution-
ary, originating in this House in the midst of a great wnve of
popular enthusiasm. After passing this House it would go to
the Sonate. Two-thirds, at least, of the Senators would have
been clected at times prior to the clection of the Representa-
tives, one-third two years prior, and one-third four years prior,
which wonld antedate the wave of enthusiasm; moreover, one-
third of the Senators would have terms extending two years be-
yond the terms of the Representatives, and one-third four
years beyond. The Senate would still exercise the restraining
function of a second branch and swould still be a conservative
second branch.

But oven if such a measure passed bolh Houses of the
legislative branch it would promptly come upon the check of
the exeentive branch, with the veto power. If it should get
beyond this obstacle and be placed on the statute books it
would Dbe subject to revlew by the Supreme Court, whose
members are farthest removed from the influence of public
clamor, holding thelr offices for life, and appointed Ly Presi-
dents extending back over a long period. This Supreme
Court would put the statute up to the test of the Constitution,
and since this amendment does not affect the metliods of nmend-
ing the Constitution, and since these methods make hasty and
revolutionary amendments almost impossible, it mny be snld
that the proposed amendment still leaves it almost impossible to
adopt revolutionary measures in our country. iIn faet, mens-
ures clearly in line with public policy, conservative clhianges
recogmized almest universally as advisable, find the inlierent
impediments in the way of constitutional amendment almosk
insurmountable. Bnt for these impediments, the election of
Senators by direct vote of the people would have been in opera-
tion for the last twenty years.
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EVOLUTION PREVENTS REVOLUTION.

The difficulties, obstacles, checks, and restraints upon pro-
gressive changes in our Government are many fold greater than
in the English Government. It is the slowness of response of
the various representative agents, one and two degrees re-
moved from the people, to the justified demands for progres-
sive measures, that is causing the rapid growth of the movement
for the initiative, referendum, and recall. Further failure to
meet the growing demand for this movement will cause an
inevitable growth of socialism. YWhen evolutionary changes
overdue are long withheld, then revolutionary measures grow
in strength. ILet not those who believe in representative gov-
ernment think they shonld oppose all changes. Further post-
poning the legitimate evolutionary step in the development of
representative government as proposed in this resolution must
inevitably discredit all representative government——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. HOBSON. T will ask the gentleman from Missouri if I
may have five minutes more?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.
minutes additional.

PUBLIC CONFIDENCE IN SENATE SHAKEN.

Mr. HOBSON. It is no partisan spirit that constrains me to
point out that the holding of power so long by one party has
dammed up the stream of evolution until the waters of reform
are overflowing. It is wiser to open the gate than to endanger
the mill. In the blocking of legitimate reform, no agent has
been more effective than the United States Senate. This very
resolution is a good illustration. Thirty-one State legislatures
have acted favorably, the House of Representatives has passed
a similar resolution time and again, both great political parties
lIiave made it a part of their platforms, and yet the Senate still
blocks the way. It is not overstating the situation to say that
public confidence in the Senate has been seriously shaken and
the most serious blows to publie confidence have come through
the present method of choosing Senators by the legislatures.

FRESENT METHOD INVITES CORRUPTION.

It ean not be denied that the method of election by the small
number who compose a legislature invites corruption from
great moneyed interests seeking to secure or to hold unmo-
lested the power to tax the American people by controlling the
United States Senate, and invites corruption from men of great
wealth seeking a similar power or seeking the honor and pres-
tige of the oflice,

Nothing would so restore public confidence in the Senate as
the adoption of this resolution, giving the election over into the
hands of the people. It is high time to restore this confidence
of the people if we would check the formidable growth of
gocialism in the land.

WOULD PROMOTE EFFICIENCY OF STATE LEGISLATURES.

It must be further admitted that the present method of elee-
tion of Senators has been accompanied by an ever increasing
frequency of demoralization in the State legislatures. Placing
the election of Senators in the hands of the people would really
restore to the people of the States a better control over their
own ‘legislatures; it would raise the standard of State legis-
lators and turn the attention of the legislatures to the needs
of the States. The passage of this resolution would thus pro-
foundly promote the highest efliciency of both the Federal and
the State Governments.

WOULD PROMOTE POLITICAL EDUCATION OF PEOPLE.

But even promoting efliciency in both of our divisions of
Government, State and national, does not measure the full
benefits of this reform. The greatest benefit of all lies in the
fact that it would contribute fundamentally to the politieal
and patriotic development of the people themselves. The great
law of development is recurring exercise of the activities. The
glory of free institutions and self-government is the develop-
ment of the people through the exercise of the functions of
government. It is wise even to go faster than the highest
efficiency of the machinery of government would dictate, so
that the people in making mistakes would learn from them
and rise to higher planes.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex-

ired.

e Mr. HOBSON. Would it be imposing to ask the chairman
for three minutes more, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I do not believe I can give the
gentleman that much time, but I will yield him one minute
more.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Spenker, the action called for by this
resolution is evolution. IY we-are wise we will not dam it
up. The current of evolution dammed up too long brings the

I yield to the gentleman five

flood of revolution. This reform is now overdue. Its delay
has contributed to abuses and has shaken the confidence of
the American people, The passage of this resolution is de-
manded by the highest considerations of efficiency of government,
by the highest considerations of the welfare of the people, by
the highest considerations of the orderly evolution of free
institutions. The people realize this. They want this reform.
They are entitled to it. I am heartily in favor of it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recomrp. I8 there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The Chair asks the indulgence of the House for a minute.
On the question arising this morning, whether an amendment
was in order in general debate in the Iouse, the Chair mixed
up the rule in the House with the one in the Committee of the
Whole, and the Chair asks leave to change the ruling in con-
formity with the rule, as suggested by the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. MANN]. Whenever the present occupant of the chair
makes a mistake and it is called to his notice, e will correct
it as swiftly as he made the mistake. [Applause.] Is there ob-
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. FosTER].

Mr, FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the
popular election of United States Senators, and so I shall vote
for this resolution submitting to the States an amendment to
the Constitution providing therefor. I wish we might have had
a larger opportunity to consider whether some amendment
could not wisely be made to it. It seems to me, for instance,
that the proposed amendment should provide that the regular
election of Senators shall occur at the regular State election
to be held next before the vacancy occurs which is to be filled.

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman let me interrupt him?

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly.

Mr. HARDWICK. Under the language of this amendment
the legislature could do that if it wanted to do so.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Under the terms of this proposed
amendment the legislature can regulate the time for such elee-
tions. It is a question, however, whether the provision should
not be in the organic law.

Mr. HARDWICK. I think the gentleman is right about it.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I certainly hope that such an
amendment may be adopted before the resolution passes,

There are those who are strongly opposed to the resolution
because under its provisions Congress is deprived of its present
power to regulate the time and place and manner of electing
United States Senators. Personally, I would be glad to see
that power retained in Congress. DBut, in my judgment, this is
not a vital defect in the proposged amendment. The Constitu-
tion leaves to the legislatures of the several States the au-
thority to determine how the presidential electors shall be ap-
pointed. For more than a hundred years, under this provision,
the electors have been chosen by the people. The results have
been satisfactory. If the States can be trusted in all matters
relating to the election of presidential electors, they can surely
be trusted in all matters relating to the election of United
States Senators.

Our fathers in framing the Constitution undertook to safe-
guard the Republic by removing the selection of the Chief HEx-
ecutive from the excitement of popular elections. They be-
lieved that on election day the people in the several States
would gather at the polls and elect their presidential electors,
and that then these presidential electors would meet on the
proper day and, away from the tumult and excitement of the
populace, would select for the Chief Executive the one man
in all the country whom they believed to be best qualified
for the position. Their scheme was an utter failure. Nothing
but the letter of the constitutional provision remains. To all
intents and purposes the people of the several States register
their will on election day, and the presidential electors whom
they elect merely convey to the United States Senate the re-
sults of the election.

In a similar manner, they deemed it wise to remove the seles-
tion of United States Senators from the excifement of popular
elections. They provided that they should be elected by the
legislatures of the several States. This provision has already
been nullified in many of the States, and the number of States
nullifying it is rapidly increasing. The whole trend of publie
sentiment is in favor of the election of Senators by the people.
1f the several legislatures could be selected upon the sole issue
of the election of such Senators, the situation wounld be very
different. But such is not the fact. The legislatures are not
selected for this purpose primarily, Many local issues, not in-
frequently burning questions, are involved in the election of
these legislatures. For this reason, and for many reasons
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which might be given, it has come to pass that too often the
man selected by the lezislature is not the choice of the people.
It is desirable that there should be a uniform rule as to the
time of clecting these Senators, aud I liope to see this resolu-
tion so amended as to provide for the date of such elections.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion
there?

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Vermont [Mr.
Foster] yleld to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]?

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly.

Mr. SHERLEY, The constitution of my State provides that
elections for State officers shall be held in years other than
those in which Federal elections are held, the idea being to
divoree the consideration of State and National guestions that
ilie people might vote more directly on the fitness of men for
the positions which they seek; and I simply suggest that idea
to the gentleman as contrary to thie one he suggested a few
moments ago.

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. My suggzestion is that provision
be made for the election of Senators at the last general elee-
tion, whether for Federal officers or simply for State officers,
prior to the vacancy.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. The gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Smrs].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the people thought when they framed
the Constitution of the United States that they were forming
and providing for a system of government through which and
by which the people could rule, with such checks and balances
as would prevent hasty, ill-considered, and revolutionary move-
ments. No one at that time perhaps dreamed that United
States Senators would he virtually elected by the people by
being selected in a dominant party primary election held
one, two, three, and in some instances four years before the
term of office was to begin, and seven, eight, nine, and in
some cases ten or eleyen years before the expiration of the
term of service of the United States Senator so seleeted.
Political revolutions and political changes that are not revo-
Tutionary can and do ftake place in much less time than that.
When a United States Senator is elected for this long time
he has the power and the right under the Constitution to re-
main there and vote in all legislative matters in the Congress
of the United States as lie sees proper, although his action may
be the very opposite to the then existing political sentiment of
his State. From the fact that the agencies and instrumentali-
ties of government, both legislative and executive, have not,
in the opinion of the people, fully lived up to and abided by
the popular will have grown up the doctrines of the initiative,
referendum, and recall. These doetrines to a great extent have
grown out of the failure of the instrumentalities of government,
as provided by the Constitution, to carry out and duly reflect
the ]wﬂé of the people, as the people themselves judge of that
conduc

But I want to say that the doctrine of the recall of a legis-
lator is not new, is not recent. It is older than the Conslitu-
tion itself. It was actually applied to the delegates in the pro-
visional Congress of the colonies, before the I'ederal Congress
under our present form of government was established, when the
delegates held thelr offices for enly one year. I want to read
here Article V of the old Articles of Confederation:

AnTICcLE V. For the more convenient management of the general in-
terests of the United States Delegates shall be annually appolnted In
giich monner as the legislature of each State shall direct, to meet in
Congress on the first Monday in November in every year, with a power
reserved to each State to recall its Delegates, or any of them, at any
tima within the year, and fo send others in their stead for the remainder
of the year.

That is a part of the legislation in the nature itself of a consti-
tutional provision older than the Constitution and older than the
Pepulist Party, many times over. It is not a new doctrine. It
was an idea so prevalent among {he people of the Colonles that
they provided for it in the Articles of Confederation as applica-
ble to a legisiative office that existed only for one year.

Mr. Speaker, I did not know that the committee was con-
sldering this resolution or I should have conferred with the
chnirman and members of the committee with reference to
offering an amendment. But the chairman just stated a few
monients ago that he was so anxious to get through this resolu-
tion in its present form, inasmuch as it had already been con-
gidered in another body, where it must pass if passed at all,
that he did not want any amendment offered to it, and would
ask that every amendnient be voted down. Had it not been for

that request I should have offered an amendment to this joint
resolution, beginning with line 5, on page 2, after the word
*“years.,” I will read first the resolution and then the amend-
ment which I expected to offer and which I would offer now if
it were not for the fact that I do not propose to attempt to
change the resolution in any way by any kind of amendment
offered here, however proper and however much I would like to
support it, by a provision that does not meet with the approval
of the gentlemen who have this matter in charge and who have
Iaolz-led over and surveyed the whole situation. The resolution
reads:

The Senate of the United States shall Le composed of two Senantors
from each State, elected by the people thercof for slx years; and cach
Senator shall have one vote.

Now, just following the words * six years” I intended to offer
this amendment:

With a power resorved to each State to recall its Senators, or either
of them, at any time within the period of thelr service and to send
another or others in thelr stead for the remainder of such period, and
the legislatures of the varlous States shall by appropriate legislation
carry into effect this provision.

I think, in order to retain the confidence of the people in
their legislators, their agents, their United States Senators, or
even Members of this House, if necessary, whether clected by
direct vote of the people or otherwise, they shounld have the
power to dismiss their agents or other servants whenever in
their judgment, properly and deliberately ascertained, they no
longer represent the people who clected them. I think such a
provision would tend to perpetuate our Government in strength;
that it would not be an element of weakness. If revolution ever
comes in this country, it will come, not because the people have
not confidence in the form of government itself, in the prin-
ciples upon which it is founded, but because they have lost
confidence in those who are selected to execute their will in
the method and manner as now provided. Who of you as a
business man would without power of revoeation authorize an
agent to do business for 6 years, 8 or 10 years in advance of
the finality of that business, with no power to dismiss that
agent for misconduct or other cause? A State which is rock-
ribbed in its democracy or in its republicanism may change,
slowly, quietly, but decisively, after a United States Senator
has been elected and before his term of office expires, and yet
that Senator will continue there to misrepresent the people,
not at the time he was elected, but at the time the act of repre-
sentation must take place. I do not believe such a provision
for recall will be otherwise than in accord with public senti-
ment. But I realize that this resolution must go through
another bedy, and I appreciate the sincerity and honesty of
statement by the chairman of this committee [Mr. Rucren of
Missouri] in not wanting to do anything that will give anybody
an excuse to vote against the resolution in ifs main purposes
and objects, that United States Senators shall be elected by a
direct vote of the people. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, unless the
chairman of the committee changes his mind, I will not offer
this amendment and ask for a vote upon it; but it is time to
think about these things.

Revolution can nearly always be prevented if we will only
yield to proper public sentiment, even In a conservative way.
If you think that this kind of sentiment is going backward,
you are mistaken. It is coming. Call it populistic or what you
please, the doctrine of initiative, referendum, and recall is com-
ing, and it is coming to stay. It is going to be a part of the
national, State, and municipal legislation of ~this country; it
not in the form now demanded, then in some way by whieh the
same result will be reached.

The Constitution did not provide for direct clection of the
President of the United States, but we have it. It has Deen
amended by the action of the people in the method of sclecting
party nominees and party candidates.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ar. SULZER).
gentleman from Tennessce has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Is the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Youxa] prepared to use some of his time now?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, OANNox].

AMr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think five minutes are quite
as much time as I desire in which to discuss this House joint
1-colution. Heretofore I have voted for a resolution in some
respects similar to this—two and perhaps three times. I am
inclined to the opinion that the people voting directly for Sena-
tors would give as good results as are obtained when they are
chosen by the Iegislatures under the provisions of the present
Constitution, and perhaps better results. If I understand this
joint resolution, however, I shall vote against it, for this rea-
son: Affer providing the proposed amendment for the election

The time of the
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of Senators by the people, it proceeds further and amends sec-
tion 4 of Article I of the Constitution. That gection now reads:

The times, places, and manner of holding eclections for Senators and
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature

thereof, but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such
rogulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators.

As T understand it, the last clause in that section is stricken
out.

Mr. MANN. So far as Senators are concerned.

Mr. CANNON. So far as Senators are coneernced. I am not
so sure but what it is also stricken out so far as IRlepresenta-
tives are concerned. But let that be as it may, I will not vote
for such an amendment, containing such a provision.

You iake my house when you do take the prop
That doth enstain my house,

The Federal Government of the United States, a Government
of limited power, but supreme where power is granted under the
Constitution, should always have the power to perpetuate itself
without regard to what any State or any States may do in
failing to perform their duty.

Let me put an extreme case, and what may happen in the
future I do not know. Suppose a State secedes; suppose the
man comes on horseback and tries to take the State out of the
Union, and the State does secede in fact without regard to
what might be the desire of the majority of the people. Is the
United States powerless under the proposed amendment in that
case to say that n Senator can not be chosen by an election
authorized by Congress?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired. :

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
minutes more.

Mr. CANNON. If so, then the Government of the United
States, so far as Congress is concerned, exists at the mercy
of the States in the exercise of supreme power where supreme
power is granted. I say again that I think this amendment ap-
plies to the House as well as to the Senate, but the Senate is
a coordinate branch of Congress, and Congress can not exist
under our Constitution without a Senate. Mr. Speaker, I will
not vote for such a resolution. [Applause.]

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, it would be manifestly impos-
sible for me to enter upon any exiended discussion as to the
merits of this resolution in the short space of five minutes
allotted to me; but this question is not a new one; it has been
discussed time and again, ever since and before the adoption of
the Federal Constitution. It therefore needs no great amount of
time now for any gentleman to make up his mind how he should
vote on the proposition. For myself, I have long been in favor
of the direct election of United States Senators by the people
themselves. I am on record in favor of that proposition. More
than 20 years ago, in 1879, in the Legisiature of the State of Illi-
nois, I introduced a resolution requesting the Senators and
Representatives in Congress from that State to support a pro-
posed constitutional amendment providing for the direct elec-
tion of Senators by the people. I have more than once intro-
duced such a resolution in this House, and at the time I was
first nominated for Congress I announced that as one of the
planks in my platform and as a measure which I shonld advo-
cate at every opportunity. I believe in the people and am will-
ing to trust them at all times. I believe the people are and of
right ought to be supreme in this Government, and that when
they have fully studied and digested any question they are
almost universally right. I know, and every man in this House
and in this Congress knows, without any shadow of doubt what-
sver, that the great mass of the people of the United States are
desirous of having adopted an amendment to the Iederal Con-
stitution that shall give them the right to say directly who their
representatives in the Senate of the United States shall be.
As a member of the Illinois General Assembly and State Senate
It has been my fortune to have participated in six different
elections for United States Senator, and at each time I have
yecome more and more convinced that the election should rest
with the people and not with the legislature. At one time in
the legislature of that State, the two political parties being a
tie, we balloted for more than four long months before a Sena-
tor was elected, and then his election was made possible by the
fact that n member belonging to one party died and was suc-
reeded by a member of the other party, thereby giving that
sarty a majority. Of course, such a condition of affairs is not
desirable, and could not by any possibility occur if the election
was directly in the hands of the people.

. At another senatorial election in which I participated, where
two or three men held the balance of power, they were able
to dictate the clection of a Senator, and after a deadlock last-
ing several weeks the will of the majority was trampled under

I yield to the gentleman two

foot and these two or three independent members were able
to dictate the election of n United States Senator, although
they represented only the smallest kind of a minority of the
people of that State. True or false, justly or wmjustly, Mr.
Speaker, the people of this country, or the great majorily of
them, have come to believe that it has occarred in not oaly
one case, but in many cases, that great interesis, great finan-
cial institutions combined, have dictated and ecorruptly con-
trolled the election of United States Senators by the legisla-
tures of more than one State. The people are now asking and
demanding, regardless of party, all over this country that they
shall have the right to say by direct vote who shall represent
them in the Senate of the United States. I believe, Mr. Speaker,
that it is our duty to give them that privilege, if it is thelr
right; and if this country is to continue to be * the land of the
free and the home of the brave,” if it is to continue to be a
government “of and by and for the people,” if it is to centinue
to be the foremost leader in the civilization and progress of
the world, we must see to it that in reality, as well ag in
theory, the people are supreme; that their wishes must be
heeded, and public servants in the Senate and in all depart-
ments of the Government must be responsive to the will of the
people. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes
to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Georgin
[Mr. TrippLE]. :

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I consider it a great privilege to
appear as an advocate of this bill on the floor of this House fol-
lowing the distinguished ex-Speaker, Mr. Caxnxyox, who has just
taken his seat. I consider it a great honor to appear on the
floor of this House to speak on the first bill reported to the
House; I consider it a great honor to be on the committee that
reported the first bill to a2 Democratic House in 16 years; but,
sir, T consider it a still greater honor to stand on the floor, rep-
resenting the people of the old red hills of the eighth congres-
sional district of Georgla, delivering their message of almost
unanimous demand that the United States Senators be clected by
the people and calling on you to heed their demand.

Mr. Speaker, I would not rise to speak to-day, being a new
Member of the House, except for the fact that an error has
crept into this discussion in regard to the action of the com-
mittee. Being a member of that committee, I am familiar with
what occurred in the committee room. I would correct the state-
ment that only one of the minority side of the House was
present, because there were two present who cast their votes,
as the record will show, in the committece room. Furthermore,
Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the committee went to the tele-
phone and tried to secure all the members of this committee,
and did all in his power to secure full attendance, and it was
the sense of the committee, after he had laid the matter before
them, that we proceed at once, by reason of the fact that every-
body throughout the Union is familiar with this bill, it having
been oftentimes introduced in almost the same language in
which it is here to-day and discussed in this House. Therefore
I can see no reason why anybody could raise complaint of hasty
action. :

It seems to me that recent performances of the different legis-
latures in many States of the Union should convince any man
that we have reached the stage in our national history when we
should no longer allow legislatures to elect United States Sen-
ators. It is a well-known fact, although it is denied, that the
interests, corporate interests, enter the floor of the house of the
different legislatures frequently; that they influence the election
of Senators. When men are elected to office it makes no differ-
ence whether they are Senators or erdinaries, or what position
they occupy, when they get into office and come to discharge
their duties they are naturally influenced by and sympathize
with the people and the interests who elect them.

When you go to the farms and scek a vote for United States
Senator, or for any other office, you find an unprejudiced voter
generally. Most of the people are interested only in good gov-
ernment, and when they walk up and cast their votes they cast
them for the man they think will represent the mass of the
people and the interests of the people, and not the interests of
o corporation or any other interest that may have secured his
election on the floor of the legislature. As I said, I know it is
denied that the interests and the corporations enter upon the
floor of the houses of the legisiatures of the different States,
but there is no use to deny the truth. I can remember when I
was a boy of hearing it charged in the State of Georgia, my
own State, that good old pious State, that the general assembly
in the eighties was tied up for weeks and months, and I can
remember that it was asserted then that certain corporate inter-
ests tied up that legislature. That was denied, of course. One
of the men who then participated and undertook to go to the
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Senate against whom the charge was made that he had entered
the floor of the house with his corporate interests and corrup-
tion fund backing him, afterwards moved to the State of Cali-
fornia, and it was charged in recent years that he brought
together the greatest corruption fund that was ever put up in
the interest of legislation in this Union. Whether or not that
is true I do not know; but these things were brought into the
conrts and criminal charges were made against him and he was
tried. This history is well known of all men. [Applause.]

Sir, it was my privilege to introduce on the first day a
gimilar bill to the one under consideration, which when enacted
into law would read as follows:

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Scnators
from each State, who shall be chosen by a direct vote of the people of
the several States, for six years, and the electors of each State shall
have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous
Lranch of the State legislature, and each Senator sball have one vote.

When vacancles occur in the representation of any State in the
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elce-
tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the executive authority
thereof shall make tempomr{ appointments until the people fill the
vacancies by election, as the legislature muy direct.

This amendment has no application to Senators chosen before
it becomes valid as a part of the Constitution of the United
States, and shall not be considered to affect the term of any
Senator chosen before it becomes valid as a part of the Con-
stitution.

The legislature in each State shall preseribe the manner, place, and
gt:ﬁfc:t olding the election by the people for Senator in the several

This bill is in substance the same as the one now under con-
gideration, and I cheerfully adopt the chairman’s bill. The
people of this Union have demanded this legislation for a time
the memory of we young men runneth not. It is no new ques-
tion. It has been strengthened in the public demand by years
of thought, sober and earnest deliberation. Resolutions by the
legislatures favoring this bill have been sent here by 31 States.
Iixtra sessions of the legislatures are often called in States to
transact the State’s business, the time of the regular session
having been consumed by senatorinl scrambles, and often the
whole State is humilinted and demoralized by scenes in legis-
lative halls. The strongest argument used against the bill is
reluctance to change the framework of our Government. Our
fathers in making the framework of the Government were
confronted with the European forms of government and long
precedents of centralized power. It was considered dangerous
to load the new Republic with too many experiments, and there
were many advoeates of a monarchy.

The evolution of free government by the people demanded
many changes from the old landmarks of the mother country.
All men in those days were not prepared for a government by
the people. Strong minds like Hamilton were battling for cen-
tralized government and feared the voice of the people ex-
pressed at the polls, Suffrage was almost unknown. Not one man
in five hundred voted in the mother country. Time has proven
that the people can be more surely trusted with the elective
franchise than legislative bodies with the various interests
camping on the floors of the Capitol. No one would charge cor-
ruption to legislative bodies as a whole. The report expresses
clearly the thought I would here convey, it reads as follows:

No one contends for a moment that It is the universal practice or
the general role that leglslatures are thus corrupted, Lut it must be
admitted by all that If those who desire to corrupt enter the fleld at
all, it is after the legislature has convened.

How often is it true that no taint of wrongdoing or corrup-
tion attaches to the election until the legislature has convened?
The small number of parties to be controlled, the possibility of
logrolling with different local interests, of trading this or that
for votes, is tempting indeed to those who seek a senatorship,
not upon merit, but through sinister means. In the early days
of the Republic very few of the important offices, National or
State, were filled by direct vote of the people. The President
was named by an electoral college, Jefferson was elected both
governor and Member of Congress by the State Legislature of
Virginia. Many statehouse officers and all judicial officers
were elected in the various States by the legislature. This era
of our history Is now relegated to the past, and almost the last
remnant for legislative lobbying is the election of United States
Senators. All officers are elected by direct vote of the people in
all the States with a very few exceptions. The rule of the
people, as exemplified in this Republic, has swept across the
ocean; monarchies have crumbled before the demand of the
people for freedom and suffrage, and even in countries where
the throne was law the voice of the people is now heard in the
land., Have gentlemen contemplated the fact that this office is
oftentimes no longer a reward to men of true worth, true
patriotism, and great ability? How many Senators come to this
Senate on account of the influence exerted by their wealth and

the wealth of their associares—the giant corporations? Our
forefathers did not confront this situation. We will act wise
to grapple the situation that confronts us, they could not fore-
see our present needs. They did well for their countty, what
wiH we do? So, sir, I say, lev every man, I do not care if he
uses his pick and shovel to make hig daily bread, be as free to
cast liis vote as the president of a steel trust in the election of
the highest official of his State. We can no longer turn a deaf
ear to the demands of the people.

The Democratie slde of this House would do well to learn a
lesson by the vacant seats on the Republican side. The Repub-
licans have been warned time after time on the floor of this
House that they were straying too far from the people. To
this and other warnings they have paid no heed, and now, sir, I
eall you to witness how thelr ranks have been thinned and
that many new Democrats are here from districts that have
never sent Democratic Representatives here before, You can
not ignore the just demands of the people. Fellow Democrats,
the conntry will commend us in the organization of this House
for heeding the general demand for retrenchment and reform
in Government extravagance. The official force of the House
wad reduced to the extent in money total the sum of $186,000.
On the question of extravagance the people have appealed to
this Honse, just as they have long been knocking at this door
for the election of Senators by the people. What relief has the
tepublican Party offered to a tax-burdened people? Only 10
years have expired since the billion-dollar Congress was ushered
upon the people. The country was stirred with indignation and
alarm at such an enormous expenditure. In 1910 Congress
appropriated $2,206,774,016.01. This shows an Increase of more
than 50 per cent in 10 years. The increase since 18006 has been
over 75 per cent. In this estimate the increased population 18
considered, The per capita tax in 1800 was about $6, and it is
now over $12. It is estimated that there is one Government
employee for every 21 voters. In the year 1850 the expense of
the Government was $00,407,019; population was 23,191,876 ; per
capita, $2.60. In 1910, expense of one year, £1,103,387,508.01;
population, 91,972,267; and per ecapita tax, $12.60. The ccm-
parison staggers comprehension. I realize the fact that it
tankes an enormous amount of money to run the Government,
and I am willing to appropriate the people’s money if it serves
the great mass of people. As an illustration of what is being
appropriated, I refer you to the appropriation for Government
detectives. In the Sixtieth Congress the gigantic som of
$7,126,000 was appropriated for this purpose alone. Forestry
is a question of no great magnitude, and yet $4,000,000 was
appropriated for forestry at last session. Such appropriations
are conducive of little good. On the other hand, farming is
and has ever been the backbone of this country, and yet the
appropriation for agriculture In all the departments is only
five million more than these two appropriations of spoil and
plunder. The Republican Party was warned, even at the other end
of the Capitol last year, and even by that great apostle of high
tariff, Senator Aldrich, that the people would not always strive
with the Republicans for economy. He said the Government
could be run on a saving of $300,000,000 every year. Taking
this estimate as true, you are wasting more of the people’s
money than was required to run the Government 10 years after
the Civil War.

For a decade the Republican Party has been under the lash
of a few multimillionaires, arrayed like Solomon in all his
zlory, who toil not and neither do they spin, but have their
toilers and spinners in the Republican Party. In serving that
master the party has ignored the people. Now, sir, I warn the
Democratic side of this House that the people have spoken at
the polls and said, by leaving Republicans at home, that their
demands shall be heard, and we must heed their demand by
speedily passing this bill.

FEDERAL CONTROL.

The amendment looking to placing the election under Federal
control is here for the purpose of frightening southern Repre-
sentatives in States having legislative qualifications for electors.
In this you propose to extend Federal authority, thus crushing
forever the constitutional right the States have enjoyed from tnhe
foundation of the Government. We passed through the Civil
War, the days of reconstruction, with no authority in the Fed-
eral Constitution to interfere with the manner of electing
United States Senators, and yet in this day of peace and har-
mony you underfake to force upon the people of the South a
new constitutional provision whereby Federal soldiers can be
sent to camp around our election precinets. To make myself
clear, the people elect members of the legislature with no Fed-
eral interference and none is provided under the provisions ot
the Constitution. These legislators so elected elect Senators
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with no Federal interference and none is provided. Now, you
propose to extend the provisions of the Constitution and throw
around the elections of Senators Federal control. You are
seeking to fake from the States their constitutional right and
centralize the power of the Federal Government. The Supreme
Court has decided that the States can determine who should
be registered and who should not be registered in the several
States. This is a settled constitutional question. What man
ameng you ever expects to see the day when Federal office-
Lolders gatlier around election precinets in the South or any
other State to say who shall and who shall not vote? Time
after time the force DLill has been here threatening the South,
but long years ago it was driven from this House disfigured,
disgraced, disewned, and denounced as infamous; no one to rise
up and call its author blessed. Thus it sleeps in the potter’s
field a peacefunl desertion. Is there a man in this House that
desires to see the days of reconstruction repeated in the South?
No; not one. No part of this Union outranks the South on the
tloor of this House, evidenced by the fact that you have given
us an equal share of the honors and responsibilities in the
Sixty-second Congress. Will the opening of our wounds never
cease to be an agreeable performance to some of the Republicans
from the other side of the House? From wrecks of fortunes
and burning homes we have fought and regained our former
prestige, and to-day the South is the garden spot of this Union.
I ean not believe any man in this House is sincere in pressing
this amendment.

The day has been when such an amendment would have re-
ceived strong and aggressive support, but that day is gone for-
ever in this end of the Capitol, thank God. You men who in-
jected this sectional issue in this question will feel the sting
of repudiation when this vote is counted. This Fouse has long
sinee ceased to be a forum for an exhibition of skill in tram-
pling upon the South. I warn you that instead of stirring up
bitterness and hate in the hearts of your brethren from North,
East, and West you have insulted their intelligence and brought
down umpon your own heads their just condemnation. If you
be men, then rise up like patriots and strike down this amend-
ment, which wonld destroy rights of a State and again ecarry
hack to the days of reconstruetion our peaceful southern homes.
Let us dwell together in union, forgetting that there is a North,
South, BEast, or West, sympathizing with each other in the
problems that confront us in the several sections.

We of the South have patiently and faithfully borne the
burden of an inferior race; that we have borne it well is known
throughout the civilized world. Other seetions are being con-
fronted with serious problems. To solye them you need our help
and you will have it. No section can truthfully boast of more
eenuine loyalty to our Government or more pride in her achieve-
ments., Standing here on this floor, the home of the Union,
where Hamilton and Jefferson, Webster and Calhoun, Stevens
and Lincoln stood battling for what each honestly conceived to
be a common heritage of freedom, I thank God the day has
come when men who rise to the magnitude of statesmanship,
even on the Republican side, despise any effort to gain publie
notice by attempting fo inject sectional animosities into any
question in this House. Sir, let us strike down the staff that
waves this sectional banner, and let us banish even its shades
forever from this House and bar eternally the doors to future
reproach on the honor and integrity of the South. The defeat
of the amendment to this joint resolution will send a thrill of
joy to every southern home and return southern Representa-
tives to their people to be greeted, “ Well done, thou good and
faithful servant.” [Applause and congratulations.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. JasEs].

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CAxxoN] In his speech a moment ago stated that he was not so
certain but what this amendment repealed the right now existing
in the Congress of ihe United States to regulate the elections of
Representatives in Congress. I submit that the gentleman had
not read with much care the amendment, or he could not have
made that statement with a very great deal of confidence, be-
cause the amendment reads as follows:

And in lien of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of eaid Artiele I, in so
far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or alfi
regulations as to the times or manner of holding elections for Senators,
the following be proposed as nn amendment to the Constitution, which
shall e wvalld to all intents and purpoges as part of the Constitution
when ratified by the legistatures of three-fourths of the States.

Not so far as it relates to the election of Members of the
House of Representatives, but refers only to “ Senators.” This
amendment in no way affects whatever authority or right Con-

- gress has to regulate that, and how the gentleman from Illinois
could predieafe his epposition upon the theory that it did af-
feet the power of Congress to regulate the election of Members

e:-|

of this House is not very apparent to me, nor, I do belleve, to
any one who will examine it with care.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. WIll the gentleman permit a ques-
tion?

Mr. JAMES. Yes.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The part of the resolution which
the gentleman has read would form no part of the Constitution,
would it, if this resolution should be adopted and the amend-
ment adopted by the people? .

Mr. JAMES. Oh, but that part of the amendment which I
will read does control it, and that is this:

The tlmes, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall
be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof.

Does the genfleman see anything in that which affects the
right which Congress now has to confrol the election of
Representatives in Congress, if it has any such right? There is
1o part of this smendment which refers in any way to Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Ah, but it is said that is in lieu
of certain provisions in the Constitution.

Mr. JAMES. But it nowhere uses any language that ac-
cording to a fair construction of it would be a foundation for
a statement that this amendment undertakes to affect in any
way the election of Representatives of this House.

I am for this amendment to the Constitution, and I regret to
gee in this House an effort made to try to bring up that old
scare that has too long affected the affairs of political parties
of this couniry. FLet me warn you gentlemen of the other side
of one thing. The southern people are handiing now the sub-
ject of election of Senators and Members of Congress to the
entisfaction of this House and to the approval of you your-
selves, because you have never unseated a single Member by
reason of the laws under which he was elected, The Supreme
Court of the United States has approved the election laws
under which they are now acting, and to try to place upon this
amendment a provision that would mean its defeat—bhecause it
was placed upon it in the Senate and it mennt its defeat
there—almost forces me to question the good faith of those
who propose it and to believe that the amendment is offered
for no other purpose except to try to defeat the election of
Senators by a direct vote of the people. [Applause.]

I am in favor of the election of Senators by a direet vote of
the people because experience has proved its wisdem. In the
days when our Constitution was formed Gouverneur Morris was
the spokesman of those who doubted the wisdom of the people to
control themselves. Gouverneur Morris used this langnage, that
the Senate should be made up of men of “ great and establisheil
wealth,” and that thus they might keep down the “ turdbulency
of the democracy.”

Mr. Speaker, 1 am not prepared to deny but that what Gon-
verneur Morris wished to do has been accomplished. The Sen-
ate has been made up of men of great and established wealth,
but the rules of this ITouse deny me the right fo diseuss its
personnel, and I shall not violate them. But the one reason
that spurs the people on in their advocacy of this amendment
for the direct election of Senators by the people is to keep out
of the Senate men of great and established wealth and allow
the voice of the people to control and the reforms desired by
them to be enucted into law.

I am one of those who do not fear the people. Gentlemen,
the men who bear the guns that defend this Republic must
bear the ballots that preserve it. [Applause.] I do not belong
to that class in this country which says to the great populace,
“Youn can shed your blood to keep the flag of the Republie in
the skies, but yen can not name the men who make the laws
for you.” [Applause.] I share the opinion expressed by the
master mind of Thomas Jefferson when he uttered these words:

I wonld rather be erposed to the inconveniences attending too much
liberty than thosc attending too slight a degree of it.

This is the ground rock upon which republics rest, and when
maintained can not be shaken.

Mr. Speaker, some people seem fo believe the Constitution
of the United States should not be amended, and was not made
to be amended; but in this they are grievously in error. One
of the grentest speeches ever made in the Constitutional Conven-
tion was that one uttered by Patrick ITenry in opposition to

| the Constitution, based upon the theory that it was too hard

to amend and that it would be practically impossible to do so.
And for more than a hundred years of our history the Consti-
tution has not been amended except by the sword. But the
men who made the Constitution themselves gave the people
two modes by which they might amend it. They made it hard,
exceeding hard, to amend it. For the day in which they lived
it met every requirement, but they could not peer through the
centuries of the future and see the requirements that advanced
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civilization would make necessary. Thomas Jefferson himself

used these words:

Some men look at constitutions with sanctimonious reverence, and
deem them like the ark of the covenant, too sacred to be touched, They
ascribe to the men of the preceding age a wisdom more than human,
and suppose what they did to be beyond amendment. I knew that age
well. I belonged to it and Inbored with it. It deserved well of ifs
country. It was very like the present, but lacked the experience of the
present—and 40 years of experlence In government Is worth a century
of book reading—and this they would say themselves were they to rise
from the dead. I am certainly not an advocate of frc?uent and untried
changes in laws and constitutions. I think moderate imperfections had
better be borne with, beeause when onece known we accommodate our-
sclves to them and find practical means of correcting they evil effects.
But I know also that laws and institutions must go hand and hand
with the progress of the human mind. * * * We might as well
require a man to wear the coat that fitted him when a boy as civillzed
gociety to remain ever under the rézime of thelr ancestors. It is this
preposterous idea which has lately deluged Europe in blood. Their
monarchs, instead of wisely yielding to the gradual change of circum-
stances, of favorin%oprom'essl\'c accommodation to progressive Improve:
ment, have clung old abuses, entrenched themselves behind steady
habits, and obliged their subjects to seek through blood and violence
rash and rulnous innovations, which, had they been referred to the

caceful deliberations and collected wisdom of the nation, would have
een put into acceptable and salutary forms. Let us follow no such
examples, nor weakly belleve that one generation is not as capable as
another of tiking care of Itself and of ordering its own affalrs. * = *
Ench generation is ns independent of the one preceding as that was of
all that had gone before. It bas, like them, the right to choose for
itself the form of government it helieves most promotive of its own
happiness ; consequently, to accommodate to the circumstances in which
it finds itself that recelved from its predecessors; and it is for the
pence and good of mankind that a solemn opportunity of dolng this
every 10 or 20 years should be provided by the Constitution, so that it
may be handed on with periodical repairs from generation to the end of
time, If anything human ecan so long endure,

These words are prophetic; they are almost inspired. They
come from the one unmatched champion of the liberty of men,
who battled in the twilight of the Ilepublic’s existence for the
greatest liberty to the people. He has been vindicated by the
events that have followed as no statesman who lived before
him and, as I believe, by none who will come after him. No
one doubts, Mr., Speaker, that if the honest, patriotic men t_\rho
made the Constitution could have looked down the long vista
that has followed them that they would have provided for the
clection of Senators by the State legislatures. No millionaires
Iived in that herole age, no trusts, monopolies, and lawless com-
binations banded themselves together with bags of gold to control
one of the lawmaking branches of this Republic. Bribery and cor-
ruption of members of the legislature had not been heard of. It
was the purest and best age of our American life. But even
then Jefferson thought, and Wilson, of Pennsylvania, thought,
that the Members of the Senate should be elected by the direct
vote of the people. This amendment, that gives to the people
the rjght to elect their Senators by a direct vote, will make un-
necessary, after its adoption, costly investigating committees,
holding long-drawn-out sessions at great governmental expense,
investigating how many members of the legislature were bribed,
or whether a man really confessed he was bribed when he was
not. They will no longer have to investigate how great a cor-
ruption fund was collected by the trusts and monopolies to con-
trol and buy up members of the legislature.

M. Speaker, it will, in my judgment, make nunnecessary here-
after the use of so much whitewash in making reports upon
bribery charges, and the people may have whitewash for their
fences throughout the country in which we live at a reduced
price. [Applause.] When the Constitution was formed we
had just gained our independence from the mother country.
The people were divided between democracy and monarchy. A
republie to them was an experiment, never having been blessed
by a free government, and many of them yearned for it; others
feared it. These two contending forces were represented in
the constitutional convention. England had a House of Lords,
and that was the idea that actuated those who desired that
the Senate should be made up of ambassadors, as some called
them, from the various States, and should be as nearly as pos-
siblgé~like the House of Lords. Yet England, in the few months
recently passed, has been in a terrifie political upheaval in
orider to try to abolish that body, after which this very pro-
vision in our Constitution was patterned. [Applause.] The
people of the various States—30 of them—have approached as
nearly as they could, by primary-election laws, the election of
Senators by direct vote of the people. The Democratic national
platform for many years has urged this great reform and has
declared that 1t is the gateway to all other reforms. [Ap-
planse.]  And Iam delighted now, Mr. Speaker, to know that this
reform for which the Democratic Party was the ploneer in its
advocacy meets to-day practically the unanimous approval of
all Americans.

Who is prepared to say that it was a mistake to lodge in the
hands of the people the right to elect Members of Congress.
The great reforms that have blessed this country have orig-

inated in this body at the hands of men sent fresh from the
people, men who had listened to the heartbeats of those whose
votes they asked and received at the polls, those who had been
trusted by the people, and who were willing to trust those who
had trusted them. [Applause.] This amendment, Mr. Speaker,
will reduce to a minimum the opportunity for corruption in
the election of Senators to the Senate of the United States.
One of the most favored means of corrupting men under the
system as it now exists in the election of Senators by the State
legislatures Is by the candidate for the Senate going into
the varlous counties in a legislative district and saying to John
Jones, “ You are a candidate for the Democratic nomination,”
or the Ttepublican nomination, as the case may be; “I want
to contribute to your campaign fund to aid you in getting your
nomination,” and then going to another one in another county
and saying the same thing, and thus spreading his money
around in the various legislative and senatorial districts under
the pretense of aiding the candidate to secure the nomination,
when his real purpose was to secure the vote of that candidate
in his race for the United States Senate. And when the candidate
had been successful and was commissioned by lis people as
their representative, he felt that he was obliged to vote for
the man who had helped him to securs his election. Th¥s
amendment to the Constitution will give to the poor men of
this country a chance to go before the people and submit their
claims. It will make hereafter, Mr. Speaker, unnecessary the
monotonous reading in the daily newspapers that the legisla-
ture of such and such a State cast the eleven thousand nine
hundred and ninety-eighth ballot and the result was no elee-
tion. It will result in sending men fresh from the people, men
who truly and really represent them, It will give the people
confidence in their Government.

Mr. Speaker, those who oppose this amendment to the Con-
stitution do so because they really believe that a few men are
wiser than all the rest. This was the argument upon which
thrones were builded and dynasties perpetudted, but it has no
place in a Republic like this. [Applause.] That government
will live longest which is best loved, and that one will be best
loved that gives the greatest liberty to the people. Adopt this
amendment; meet the desires of the American people; give the
States of the Union an opportunity to make it a part of our
Constitution; make the Senate what it ought to be, a body in
which the representatives of the people, elected by the people,
represent truly the people; and I sincerely trust, Mr. Speaker,
the day is not far distant when the Senators in every State in
this Union will be, under this amendment to our Federal Con-
stitution, elected by the direct vote of the people. [Loud ap-
planse.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes,
or 10 if he desires it, to my colleague from Alabama [Mr,
CrAYTON].

[Mr, CLAYTON addressed the House. Sece Appendix.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. .

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I yield five minutes to my col-
lengue from Missouri [Mr. BorLAND].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bog-
LAND] i8 recognized for five minutes.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr, Speaker, I am heartily in favor of this
proposed amendment to the Federal Constitution ns it is drawn
and as it comes from the committee,

When the United States Constitution wasg formed, democracy
itself was on trial. There were not lacking those in the Federal
Convention who desired to see a constitutional monarchy or an
aristocracy clothed with permanent political power. A leader
who has sinee been adopted as the patron saint of a political
party of these days believed in the election of United States
Senators for life, Unguestionably out of that conflict of opinion
grew the compromise that the choice of Senators should be re-
moved one step from election by the people. It was honestly
believed by many that democracy could not seeure absolute
safety of life and property; but a hundred years of test have
proven that democracy is no longer on trial. Democracy has
shown that it can secure the safety of life and property; that
there is no need for the checks and balances between the will
of an intelligent people and the power of those to whom they
delegate their politieal rights. It is not from the people that
corruption comes, and that has been the lesson of the century
of American history. The man who takes his dinner pail in
the morning and leaves his humble home to perform eight hours’
lionest work in creating the wealth of the Nation; in adding
to comfort and civilization; in making the world a better place
to live In, and goes back to his home to sleep the sleep of honest
toil, is not hanging around the State legislature with a design
to corrupt it, to send men to the Senate. [Applause.]
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The man who feeds his team before daylight, and at the
first streak of dawn is in the fleld tilling the soil or garnering
the golden harvests that shall be sent abroad or bless the
homes and fill the dinner pails of countless thousands of his
Tfellow citizens has no time to corrupt the State legislature to
send men in his interest to the United States Senate, but these
are the men upon whose broad shoulders rests the perpetuity
of the Itepublie. [Applause.] This amendment is designed to
place the power of choosing Senators where the right to choose
them belongs—in the common, everyday, intelligent, honest,
patriotic voters of the country. [Applause.] A hundred years
have proven that the corruption incident to free government
does not come from the homes of the average voters, but does
come from special interests so equipped as to make their influ-
ence predominant in the choosing of select bodles, It is to cure
that evil that the American people are now demanding the right
to the direct election of United States Senators. And now, on
this 13th day of April, on the day that over 7,000,000 American
freemen are giad to celebrate as the birthday of him whose
influence has echoed down through all the corridors of time in
the forming of the American Republic; on the natal day of the
Sage of Monticello, this ITouse of Represeniatives ean do no
better than to perform its part to crystallize into law the will
of the American people and the expressed belief of Thomas
Jefferson by passing this amendment to the Constitution. [Ap-
planse on the Demoeratic side.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Miechi-
gan [Mr. Youxa] use some of his time now?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Jowa [Mr. PickerT].

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to discuss that part
of the resolution relative to the election of Senators by a direct
vote of the people. I do notregard that partof thie resolution as
being in controversy here. There is little, if any, division of
opinion in this body on that question. If the resohition was con-
fined to that proposition alone, it would have been passed before
this, and this debate would not now be in progress.

The resolution, however, contains another proposition sepa-
rate and distinct from the proposed chiange in the method of
electing Senators. It is proposed to withdraw from Congress

its control over the time and manner of holding elections for-

United States Senators, as prescribed in paragraph 1, section 4,
Article I, of the Constitution,

The framers of our Constitution vested in Congress under
said section 4 the power to review and to make or change the
regulations of the States with respect to the time and manner
of holding elections both for Senators and Representatives in
Congress. That this was a proper grant of power seems clear.
It can not be urged that thus far in our history it has been
improperly used. It is unlikely that it may ever be necessary
to use it. On the other hand, some occasion or exigency may
arise, which we can not now foresce, when it would be quite
necessary for Congress to have such power. The fact that the
power exists will have the effect to prevent the oceasion for its
use. It is now proposed to withdraw that power in so far only
as it applies to the election of United States Senators. While
I am not familiar with the debates of this body in past years
when resolutions relative to changing the method of electing
Senators were under cousideration, I am informed by those
older in the service that the proposition involving the with-
drawal from Congress of ifs power over regulations as to the
time and manner of elections for Senators has never been
embodied in any of the resolutions heretofore presented, and
that the question has never been considered in this ITouse., It
is before us for the first time. It involves a change in our
fundamental law without any apparent or stated reason for
doing so. It is concededly not necessary to give effect to the
proposed amendment for the election of Senators by a direct
vote. No such contention is eyven made. In fact, the author
of and sponsors for the proposition advance no argument in
support of it. I am not prepared at this time to discuss the
question either as to the wisdom of the change from a govern-
mental point of view or as to the construction that may be
given to it in the form in which it is presented, with the care
and preparation which a question of so much importance de-
mands.

Serlous controversy has already arisen as to its effect, On
the one side it is urged that it will withdraw from Congress the
control granted under section 4 of Article I, both as to Senators
and Representatives. On the other side it is claimed that it
applies only to Senafors. It is to be regretted that the propo-
sitions are not presented in separate resolutions, as they ought
to be. The people have a right to pass on these questions sepa-
rately. Why encumber the proposition to change the method of
electing Senators by another proposition, separate and distinct

from it and on which there is already serious controversy and
the effect of which on the general resolution we can not foresee?

When the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James], a few mo-
ments ago, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr., CAN-
Nox], was urging that the amendment would only apply to the
power of Congress over election of Senators and not as to
Representatives, it occurred to me to be a most peculiar and
anomalous position to say that Congress, composed of both Sen-
ate and House—one legislative body—should have control over
the election of the Members of one of its branches and not of the
ofher. If the power should exist as to one, why not as to the
other? If the grant of power is proper in one case, why not in
the other case? The analogy is complete. The principle is the
same. There is and can he no distinetion.

The gentleman from Kentucky, turning to this side of the
House, expressed regret that we should raise this question, and
charged that we were trying to bring up and revive sectional
differences. I want to say to the.gentleman that we have not
revived that issue. You yourselves have presented the issue.
The resolutions heretofore presented to this House for submis-
sion to the people of an amendment to the Constitution provid-
ing for election of Senators by direct vote did not contain the
further proposition now presented, and when the committee
composed of and controlled by the gentlemen on the other side
of the aisle brought in the resolution before us containing for
the first time in this body the proposition in controversy, they
themselves raised the question and are responsible for it

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the
gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. PICKETT. Certainly.

Mr. JAMES. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the
Judiciary Committee of the Senate, composed of a majority of
Republicans, reported this identical amendment in the very
langunge we propose it, and that the author of it was Senator
Boran, a Republican?

Mr. PICKETT. It has been stated a dozen times during this
debate that such is the fact.

Mr. JAMES. Then why does the gentleman say that we
brought up and precipitated the issue? Why do you not put
it on your own party?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
man two minutes more.

Mr. PICKETT. There is no point in the observation of the
gentleman from Kentucky. I was referring to the history of
the proceedings in this House. He pointed his finger over lLiere
and observed that we had raised this question. I say to the
gentleman from KRentucky that your committee raised this
question so far as this House is concerned.

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from Iowa dodges the issue.
One of lhis own party raised the issue in the Senate report.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, I refuse to yield unless the
gentleman from Kentucky wishes to ask o question. This side
of the House is not responsible for what any Scnator may or
may not do or for what any committee of the Senate may or
may not do. This House is governed by its own precedents, its
own acts. T was speaking of this body and not of another body ;
but I will say that if we are to look for precedents, as the
gentleman insists, then we should take the action of the Senate
when it struck from the resolution the part now in controversy
and left the resolution as a simple and direct proposition to
amend the Constitution with respect to the method of electing
United States Senators.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. PICKETT. I will.

Mr. COOPER. I heard the gentleman say that Congress re-
tained the power by virtue of the Constitution as to the time
and place and manner of electing Representatives in Congress.
I wounld like to ask what section that is.

Mr. PICKETT. Paragraph 1, section 4, of Article I of the
Constitution. In conclusion, I wish to emphasize the impor-
tance of due deliberation in passing on a question of so much
importance as the withdrawal from Congress of its power over
the election of its own Members, and I certainly hope that the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Youxeg] to the resolution may prevail. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
again expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I wonld like to in-
quire how much time has been consumed on the one sgide and
on the other?

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has 1 hour
and 5 minutes remaining and the gentleman from Missouri 46
minutes remaining,.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I now yield, Mr. Speaker, 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNpELL].

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, I have no question of the
wisdom of the fathers in making the provision they did in
regard to the election of United States Senators. They had not
learned, as we lhave learned, how dependable and safe is an
educated democracy. Furthermore, they did not have in those
days the widespread opportunities of education, the high aver-
age of intelligence, and the widely diffused knowledge of gov-
ernmental affairs that the people have at this time. Further-
more, times have changed, and conditions confronting and sur-
rounding us are vastly different from what they were at the
time the Constitution was adopted.

The people generally throughout the country have come to the
conelusion that it is better to elect Senators by direct vote. So
widespread is this fecling that in at least 27 States provisions
have been made intending, so far as it is possible to do so
under the Constitution, to provide for a direct expression of
ihe people in the election of Senators. Even though I did not
believe, as I do believe, that the Senators should be elected by
a direct vote of the people, I should believe it and hold it my
duty to vote for a resolution to give the people of the States an
opportunity to express their opinion on that question; but, Mr,
Speaker, we are unfortunate in the form of the resolution now
before us. It is, in my opinion, faulty in two essential respects.
The demand has been for the election of Senators by a direct
vote of the people.

The resolution before us does not contain a provision spe-
cifically providing for the'eclection of Senators by a direct vote
of the people, and I am not certain that the courts might not
hold that the language used in the resolution would authorize
the election of Senators through some intermediary body. Sec-
ond, there has been interjected into this resolution a provision
amending section 4 of Article T, entirely foreign to the ques-
tion which has been so widely agitated among the people, tak-
ing from the Congress of the United States.supervision and
control over the electlon of Senators, and probably over the
election of Representatives in Congress, There has been no
demand at any time among the people of the country for a
constitutional change of this character. No party platform has
ever demanded it, and, in my opinion, it is not desired by the
people. In order to meet these objections I shall offer in my
time a substitute for the resolution now before the House, said
substitute being in the form of the resolution introduced by
the gentleman from Missourli [Mr. Lroyp] in the last Con-
gress and reported to the House. That resolution provides
clearly and specifically for the election of Senators by a direct
vote of the people. That resolution does not relate or refer to
seotion 4 of Artiele I, and it presents in a conecrete form and
in simple language for the conslderation of the people of the
country the great question which has been so widely discussed
for such a length of time, to wit, Shall Senators of the United
States be elected by a direct vote of the people?

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEARER. Does the gentleman yield?

Ar. MONDELL., I yield for a question.

Mr. POWERS. Section 4 of Article T of the Constitution now
provides that—

The times, places, and manner of holding electlons for Senators and
TItepresentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature
thereof, but the Congress may at any time by law make or nlter such
regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming
has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield the gentleman one minute
more.

Mr. POWERS. I had not completed my question.

Mr. MONDELL. What was the gentleman’s question?

Mr. POWERS. I would like to know in what instance Con-
gress has ever felt it necessary to interfere with the time, man-
ner, and so forth, of holding elections as preseribed by the Con-
stitution?

Mr. MONDELIL., Mr. Speaker, it does not occur to me that
it is important to inquire whether Congress has ever thought it
necessary to exercise this authority, though, in faet, 1t has done
go. The Important thing about it is that it is a part of the
fundamental law of the land. There has been no general de-
mand for its repeal or its amendment. There has been no
debate anywhere or discusslon by fhe people in favor of a
change or amendment to that provision of the Constitution.
The time may come when it is of the utmost importance that
Congress shall exercige this power, and certainly the majority,

if it is acting in good faith, ought not, in presenting this propo-
sition on which we are generally agreed, insist on coupling it
with another and entirely different matter, in regavrd to which
there is a wide difference of opinion. I shall vote for the sub-
stitute I have offered; if that is defeated, I shall vote for the
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youxa];
and if that is defeated, I shall vote for the resolution; not that
I think it should pass in that form, but because I expect it to
be amended in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, I offer as a substitute this resolution, which I
send to the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The Clerk will read the substitute.

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution.

Mr. JAMES (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that if the amendment is to be read it must
be read in the time of the gentleman who offered it, or in the
time of that side of the House.

The SPEAKER. It is being read in that time.

i}ég.? JAMES. I thought the time of the gentleman had ex-
e

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman had expired, but
the gentleman had the resolution in his hand ready to send to
the Clerk’s desk, and I thought it was only fair to have it read.

Mr. JAMES. I agree with the Chair that it is fair; but it
is equally fair that it should be taken out of somebody’s time.

The SPEAKER. It will be taken out of the time of the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
yield more time.

The SPEAKER. The Olerk will read.

The Clerk proceeded with and concluded the reading of the
substitute, as follows:

Strike out all after the resolving clause and Insert the following:

“That the following amendment bhe proposed to the legislatores of
the several States, which, when ratiflied by three-fourths of sald legis-
latures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution, namely: In
lieu of the first and second paragraphs of section 3 of Article I of the
Constitution of the United States of America, the following shall be
proposed as an amendment to the Constitution :

" gpe. 8. That the Senate of the United States shall be composed of
two Henators from cach State, who shall be clected by n direct vote
of the people thereof for a term of six years, and each Henator shall
have one vote; a plurality of the votes cast for candidates for Benator
sghall elect, and the electors shall have the gualifications requisite for
electors of the most numerous branch of the State legisiature.

“i\When vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise. in the repre-
sentation of any Btate in the Senate, the same shall be filled for the
uncxpired term thereof in the same manner as is provided for the
election of Benators in paragraph 1: Provided, That the executive
thereof shall maoke temporary appointment until the next gemeral or
sgeclal clection, held in accordance with the statutes or constitution
of such State.

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election
or term of any Benator chosen before it becomes valid as o part of the
Constitution.”

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minntes
{o the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarr].

Mr. McCALL. Mryr. Speaker, it is no light thing to amend the
Constitution of the United States. That is legislative work
which no body of men is eapable of performing offhand. I do
not think that we should try to improvise substitutes for the
different articles now contained in our organie law. Gentlemen
will remember the amendment that was hastily put through the
two Houses of Congress less than two years ago to impose an
ineome tax, and there is one thing about that amendment, about
its form, that has given better ground for opposition than every-
thing pertaining to its substance, and that is that the amend-
ment was so sweeping in character that it gave to the Federal
Government in terms the power to tax the incomes derived from
State bonds and from municipal bonds and from the other in-
strumentalities of local government, and, as we know, it has
been held that the power to tax is the power to destroy, we
conferred DLy that amendment in terms the power to the
National Government to wipe out of existence any local gov-
ernment of the country. I regref, therefore, that this amend-
ment should not have been more carcfully considered and that
there should not have been time given to the Members of the
House to read the report and to study the form in which it is
presented and to determine whether they should vote for it or
not. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not see any objection to having
the people of the different States elect their representatives in
the Senate precisely in the same way as they elect their gov-
ernors or as they elect their Members of this House. I am In
favor of that proposition, notwithstanding the fact that the old
system has generally worked well, and notwithstanding that
the applieation of the new system in some States has not
invariably worked well. Tor years the legislatures performed
their fonctions a good deal in the way it was intended the
electors for President shonld perform their functions, and they

If the gentleman insists, I will
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sent a fine body of men to the United States Senate; but, under
the pressure of modern conditions, after men had accumulated
great wealth, n new era was brouglht in and the system did not
work uniformly so well. We elect a legislature; that legisla-
ture is chosen for the purpose of enacting laws to govern the
State.

It is not chosen primarily for the purpose of electing the
nien to represent the State in the Senate, and the result is that
the members of that legislature are turned over to intrigue and
earboring, and nobody knows what other arts in order to in-
fluence their judgment. I believe it would be more open, it
would be better, that we should have better popular government
if the people should vote directly for their Senators. Now,
that that system has not worked well in some of the States, in
my opinion, is doe to the conditions of some of the States
primary laws, State primary laws may be good things, but a
State primary law that permits the membhers of one party to
enter the eaucus of the other party and dictate its nominees is
nothing but a low swindle upon representative party govern-
ment. [Applavnse.] Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one part of this
proposed mmendment that T very much object to, and I ohject
to it so strongly that I shall vote against the whole proposition
if it remains in the resolution. It is proposed to take from
the National Government the supervisory power that the
framers of the Constitution put there and that it should have.
No matter if it has been a sleeping power up to this time, it
may sometime he a power that is vital to the preservation al-
most of the Republic. 1t proposes to take away from the Na-
tional Government the supervisory power that it has over the
electing of the members of the great political department of the
Government. You destroy the symmetry of the instrnment by
permitting that, and providing, or permitting it may provide,
thint these regulations coneerning the Members of this Honse——

The SPEAKER.

chusetts has expired.

Mr., McCALL, Then, Mr. Speaker, I will have to content
myself.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I hope the gentleman from Mis-

gouri [Mr, Ruecker] will use some of his time now.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman lhas more time
than I have.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Then I will yield——

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, Speaker, I was very much interested in
the argument of the gifted gentleman from Massachusetts [My.
McCArnL]

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to
the zentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. STANLEY. Although I do not entirely agree with him,
I will yield him two minutes of the time that has been allotted
to me. [Applause.]

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from Ken-
tucky for yielding to me and for the kindly terms in swhich he
has done so. I had about finished my argument, and I do not
think that I care to resume it now. I thank the gentleman from
Kentueky, but will return the time to him.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MiLLER].

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, as has been said repeatedly, this
has not been and is not now a partisan question, I do not think
there is much diversity of opinion to be found in the membership
of this House upon the general proposition of electing United
States Senators by a direet vote of the people. I do think,
however, that there has been injected into this general discus-
sion a Teature that might properly be considered more at length
than the one on which we are practically agreed. I refer, of
course, to that paragraph which purports to assign and give to
the States the absolute power to decide the time, manner, and
plice for the selection of United States Senators. It seems to
me, notwithstanding the remarks of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. James], that one great branch of the Government
is hereby surrendering its power to perpetuate and maintain
itself. It is giving to the States a right which the symmetry
of the Constitution, which our schieme of government, nationally
conceived, requires should rest with the Federal power.

The proponents of this feature of the resolution have over-
looked the great necessity our Government is under to protect
and maintain the respective sovereignties of State and Nation.
As all the world knows, the great principles contained in our
Constitution were not the invention of the framers of that
document, but the result of centuries of political evolution on
the part of the Anglo-Saxon race. That feature which is per-
haps most original is the division of sovereignty between State
and Nation. The distribution of sovereignty, agreed upon in
the constitutional convention, has been materially changed dur-
ing the decades that have passed, due to the unfolding of po-
litical and economic forces.

The time of the gentleman from Massa- |

It is natural that both the States and the Federal Govern-
ment should be jealous of their rights, and each particularly
jealous of any encroachment of power on the part of the other.
The very system of our Government, and therefore the per-
petuity of our institutions, depend upon the proper distribution
of sovereign power between State and nation. By this section
of the proposed amendment the Federal Government places the
control and perpetuity of an important element of its sover-
eignty in the possession of the States. If States have exclusive
control of the time, manner, and place of electing United
States Senators they can, if it pleases them to usurp the fune-
tion, control the most important part of the legislative branch
of the Government. Dy refusing to elect at all, the legislative
arm of the I'ederal Government would be paralyzed. Many
men now live who witnessed almost one-lalf of the States with-
draw from the Union and refuse to send Members to Congress,
That which happened once may happen again, and under such
conditions the Federal Government should be able to exercise
supreme control over the election of those who are to exercise
Federal legislative power.

If, perchance, State legislatures should give to Congress the
right to select members of the State legislatures, to prescribe
the time, manner, and place, how ridiculous it would be.
Equally ridiculous is it for the National Government thus to
surrender its power.

We are frankly told by gentlemen from the other side of the
Chamber that the main purpose of this section is to prevent,
on the part of the Federal Government, interference with dis-
franchisement of the negro, now practically complete, in all
the Southern States. Such a statement condemns the section
and gives emphatic reason why it should not become a part of
the Constitution. If this passes, we have a Constitution pre-
senting the ridienlous spectacle of guaranteeing the right of
franchise to the negro in one section and effectually taking it
away in another. But apart from this inconsistency and in-
congruity, I do not believe we should indorse or permit any act
looking to the disfranchisement of this great multitude that is
making such great progress in political ability and industrial life.

Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose any academic discussion can
or will change a vote on this question. The majority are for
this section, and they do not propose to give us an opportunity
to eliminate it. Indulgently they permit us to talk about it for
a little time, but amend it—never! A few days ago, at the be-
ginning of this Congress, we were Ied to believe the haleyon
days had come. Then the leaders on that side, with words that
fell with sweet cadence upon our ears, promised that during
this Congress full freedom of debate should be extended nud
every opportunity for amendment granted. Here we have the
measure of their performance., A proposition as important as
any that will come before this Congress is suddenly thrust
upon us, no opportunity given to investigate or consider the
far-reaching effect of its imperfectly understood provisions, and
we are told to swallow it whole, instantly, keeping from chok-
ing {f we can.

While I am reluctant to vote for that feature of the resolution
I have just mentioned, the importance of the resolution as a
whole is so great that I am heartily in its support. This pro-
posed amendment to the Constitution illustrates and effectuates
political evolution in the United States. The wisdom of the
fathers has often been commented upon because they gave to
the country a great Constitution. This credit is their due.
They were somewhat skeptical of the ability of the general mass
of people to act intelligently and patriotically in things politieal,
but this was due largely to the fact that Anglo-Saxon demaoc-
racy had not been given a trial and historical precedent was
lacking. But political evolution in this country has corrected
the errors, in this regard, committed by the fathers. They
thought the average man could not vote intelligently for Presi-
dent, so they introduced the college of electors. But for many
dceudm the electoral college has been a pure fiction, and in
effect each citizen now votes directly for President. Those
fathers also thought it wise to take the selecting of Senators
from the people and place that power in the hands of the legis-
lntures of the several States. In recent years yve find the legis-
latures of many States bound by law to earry out the will of
the people as expressed in a primary election to choose a United
States Senator. This evolution indicates that all political power
belongs to the people; that our people can exercise it; and, what
is more, propose to exercise it. You can no more change this
great law of political evolution than you can change a law of
nature,

This evolution of 130 years has shown that the power of
election of all representatives of the people in each and every
department of the Government should remain with the people
who are to be served. If they make a mistake, the mistake is
theirs, and they have a right to make it. The election by direct
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vote of the people tends to effectuate what we may term a pure
republican form of government of the representative character
conceived many hundred years ago and first brought forth and
perfected on the American continent.

I hope that we will pass this by as large and nearly a unani-
mous vote as possible, to show to the country that the Members
of this body on each side of the aisle are advocantes of a pro-
gressive political theory that shall preserve and keep to the
people, where it belongs, every fundamental power of a political
nature. [Applanse.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yicld five min-
utes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, RopiNsox].

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, during the course of this de-
bate but two objections have been suggested to the passage of
this resolution. The first is a puny plea in abatement. It is
claimed by some gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber
that there is an undue haste in presenting and consldering this
measure,

The answer to that statement is found in the fact that every
Member of this body understands fully the provision now under
consideration. It was thoroughly threshed out and discussed
by the Judiciary Committee of the body at the other end of the
Capitol, and discussed at great length in that body. Every
Member here understands its true import, and there is no neces-
gity or excuse for delay.

I must confess, gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, that
it is somewhat gratifying to me to know that the chairman of
ihis committee and the committee having this joint resolution
in charge have so promptly and so speedily responded to the
demand of the publie, which the Republican Party has been
dilatory in responding to and has refused to recognize for many
years. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The other objection urged to this measure on that side by the
gentleman from Iown [Mr. Pickerr] and the gentleman from
Illinoig, the ex-Speaker of the House of Representatives [Mr.
Canwox], namely, that the Iederal Government in the adop-
tion of the amendment now proposed is abrogating the power
of self-perpetuation and encouraging a spirit of secession, is
equally unfounded. I wonder if the gentleman from Illinois, in
his efforts to maintain the power of State legislatures to elect
Members of the United States Senate, recalls the fact that every
State that ever attempted to go out of the Union did so through
the passage of an ordinance of secession by its legislature?

Each House will still be the judge of the election returns and
qualifications of its own Members if this amendment is finally
ratified. That provision of the Constitution is not affected
directly by this joint resolution. The manner of holding clec-
tions for Senators and Representatives can not fairly be said
to involve the perpetuity of the Federal Government, nor can
any action of the States in that regard diminish the funda-
mental powers delegated in the Constitution to the Federal
Government. This objection seems to be far-fetched, and from
a practieal standpoint is of no great importance. If the people
of the various States are to exercise the power of electing
their Senators, no reason appears why the Congress should re-
serve the right to make or alter the regulations prescribed by
the people themselves for the exercise of that power. The
power of Congress to make or alter regulations by the States
for the election of Members of Congress, if sought to be elimi-
nated by the proposed amendment, has never appeared to be
necessary for the preservation of the National Government nor
indispensable to the exercise of its powers. “Foree” bills,
Federal election laws, in the light of history, have contributed
nothing of value to the administration of the Government and
have always proved distasteful. If the people can be trusted to
eleet their Senators by popular vote, as appears to be the con-
sensus of opinion, it would seem not improper to provide that
they may determine the manner of the election.

I want to suggest to gentlemen that the day for “ force ” bills
Lins passed; that there is in no part of this Republic the possi-
bility of the development of any spirit of secession; that issue
has long been settled. For the sake of consistency it is well
to write into the Coustitution with respect to the election of
Senators a provision similar to that which exists concerning
the election of the President of the United States. The Con-
stitution gives to the legislatures of the States the power to
lix the manner of selecting presidential electors, and the only
limitation npon that power is that—

The Congress ma
the day on which t! e% shall give their votes, which day shall be the
same throughout the United States.

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the leglslature thercof
may direct, a number of electors equal to the whole number of Sena-
tors and Representatives to which the State may be entitled In the
Congress—

And so forth.

determine the time of choosing the electors und‘

You can trust the people to clect a President. Ilvery one con-
cedes the fact that the election of presidential electors is prac-
tically an election of the President by the people. Do you want
to deny to the people of the States full power to choose their
Senntors?

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe that this resolution
ought to be adopted for four gencral reasons.

First. It will increase the power of the people. This, to me,
is of primary and paramount importance. If any reason cver
existed for requiring that United States Senators be eleeted by
legislatures and not by popular vote that reason lhas long since
disappeared. If our political history demonstrates one faet
more clearly than any other, it is the conclusion that abuses
are more certainly averted and good government imore surely
promoted by the recognition in practice of the principle that the
people are the source of all political power and may be trusted
to exercise it.

Second. The adoption of this resolution, and the consequent
election of United States Senators by popular vote, will make
the legislative branch of the Government, including the body
at the other end of the Capitol, fairly responsive to the public
will. When any question of legislative policy has been agitated
and the voters of a State have reached a conclusion and ex-
pressed that conclusion it will no longer be difficult or impos-
sible to induce Members of the body at the other end of this
Capitol to yield to the public demand for reforms in legislation.

Third. The deadlocks which have so often occurred during
recent years in the selection of United States Senators, and the
consequent detriment to the publie, can not happen if this reso-
lution is passed and ratified by the States. I need not recount
the many instances that emphasize the importance of this sug-
gestion. That a State may be denied representation in the
Senate by reason of the failure of its legislature to elect a Sen-
ator has long discredited the prevailing system of electing
Senators.

Fourth. The shameful and disgraceful practices oceurring in
some of ilie State legislatures in the seleetion of United States
Senators will be terminated if the power to choose Senators is
exercised directly by the wvoters. That bribery and various
forms of corruption should have become frequent, not to say
common, in the present method of clecting Senators is of itself
sufficient to diseredit the prevailing method and to encourage
us to seek and adopt a system which, it is hoped, will be free
from snch abuses.

The time has come when this amendment will receive the
hearty approval of nearly all the States. It will not, of course,
relieve the election of Senators from all corrupt influences, but
it will place it directly in the power of the voters to choose
Senators who are in accord with the spirit of the times and
who will give emphasis to the recognized nnd enlightencd view
of the voters.

The day of “government by superior people” has passed.
Every public citizen will still have and exercise the power of
asserting his views nnd of secking to mold sentiment on political
questions.. The passage of this amendment will no more de-
prive Senators of the privilege of leading in reforms or of
opposing improvident and ill-considered measures than doeg the
election of Congressmen deprive Members of this body of that
right and power. It will, however, diminish obstinacy and pre-
vent the obstruction of needed legislation, and thus bring the
Senate closer to the people.

If the voters are to have the power of governing the coun-
try, if legislative policies are to be fixed by an enlightened
public opinion and not by selfish interests, it is necessary thnt
both branches of Congress be fairly responsive to the public
will and directly responsible to the people. The passage of
legislation, however much desired by one body, results in noth-
ing if defeated in the other. This frequently occurs now, but it
will not happen so often if this amendment is ratified.

In this great Republic, employing many thousands of persons,
Members of this body, the Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives, are the only elective officers. In the course of prog-
ress the people of the United States have reached the conclu-
sion that Members of the other legislative hody ought nlso to
ba elected.

1, for one, am in favor of giving the people that power, and
in favor of giving them the power without reservation, because
they can exercise it much more skillfully and much better for
the Government than it is now exercised. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. I'Erris].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog-
nized for five minutes,
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Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, stripped of all its
verblage and all its frills this joint resolution amending the
United States Constitution, aswe are all aware, allows the people
to elect thelr Senafors by the popular vote rather than have the
various legislatures select them. No gentleman on the opposite
gide, and no one digposed to oppose this measure, has sald that
it woulll not accomplish that purpose.. Until such a charge is
made we nst assume that the opposition is but fanciful rather
than real. The opponents of this reform have objected to this
particular verbiage and to that, but no opponent of the measure
and no one wlho has even partially favored it has said that it
would not accomplish election of Senators by the people. The
venerable ex-Speaker CaxxoxN, who announced that he would
not support this resolution, did not say it would not accomplish
the purpese, but he objeeted to something relative to the par-
ticular language used. I for one am heartily in favor of this
reselution as it stands, because it accomplishes what 90 per
cent, nay, I believe, 90 per cent, of the people desire. I congratu-
Inte the chairman of the committee and the committee itself
that they have caused this to be the first bill reported by a
Democratic committee. I will walt until the adjournment to-
day to congratulate this Democratic House on this being the
first bill that it passed. I think it is a beautiful tribute to the
House of Representatives, I think it is a beautiful tribute to
the American people, I believe it is a beautiful compliment to
the Democratic Party to pass as their first bill a bill so uni-
versally desired. [Applause.]

My friends, in looking over the report I am sorry to find a
minority report signed by a Republican Member of this House
from the thirty-second district of New York. I am sorry that
he assigns only the insufficient reason, which in suobstance is
that he is opposed to it fundamentally. I can not consistently
attribute that same view to all of the minority of this House,
because many of them have asserted their fealty and their
willingness to support it; but I can not but pause for a moment
to suggest that it is but a continuation of their 16 years of
dilatory tactics in refusing to give this legislation to the Amer-
ican people. I can not but call attention to the fact that for
16 long years the Republican Party have been in full control
of both the House, the Sendate, and the Chief Executive, and
through all those years, with full power invested in them, they
have refused to enact it into‘law. Each of them on the stump
and each of them in person can assign reasons, but to the
absolute failure to act there can be no valid reason that the
people will accept. Men are known better by what they do
than by what they say. DPolitical parties are likewise Lknown
better by what they do than by what they say. And I might be
severe enough to suggest that men sometimes wallkk one way
and look the other. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They
sometimes nsserf they are in favor of the principle involved,
but are always found opposing, by reason of some minor detail
unworthy and insuflicient, to defeaf a great prineiple. And
when we observe the bickerings and parliamentary tacties of
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber we can not but
think this is such a case.

The guestion of right to select Senators by a popular vote is
not a new one. Strong men advoeate that they be so elected
in the Constitutional Convention of 1789. At that fime such a
group of States as this was not dreamed of, and no one with
the most exuberant expectations could have dreamed that snch
ever would be fhe case. In 1780 a handful of poor, struggling
settlers, to-day a Republic of whom the whole world points
withh pride and esteem. To-day 92,000,000 of liberty-loving
American citizens asking for this right. To-day I am proud to
find a Democratic ITousge, charged with power to act for the
people and in thelr interests, passing this as their first bill.

We stand before the people at election time and solieit their
support and at the same time their confidence. We are elected
only after both have been acquired. Then, why should not it be a
matter indeed refreshing to find a Congress willing to do the
things that they promised the people they would do? For 16 long
years the Republicans have trifled with the people’s confidence
and esteem. For 16 years, with full power to act, they have
swept aside the people’s wishes as heresies and yvagaries, until
to-dny the party of Lincoln and McKinley has become a by-
word in the streets, and their retirement at fhe recent clection
is but evidence that the people longer refuse to be trifled with.

The genileman from Michigan [Mr. Youxe] complains of
corrupt States and the evil effects that would follow if this
pill passed in its present form. Can it be that any State in
all this Republic is more corrupt than the lezislature elected
by a corrupt State? Is he not mistaken in his premises when
he predicates an argument on o flimsy a foundation? Isheeven
misleading himself with any argument so flimsy and so un-
founded? Corruption 1s found less often among American

homes than it is around legislatures, and none can gainsay the
truth of this assertion. ;

RRecent disclosures in the legislatures have been appalling to
us all. Recent disclosures have not alone blighted the names
of the corrupt participants, but have reached out and blasted
the fair names of whole States in which they conduct their
nefarious deals, made possible only by a system so antequated
and go unworthy as the election of Senators by the legislatures
of the States as distinguished by the patriotic pcople of the
several States.

I can never think this Republic will long stand after we
fail to trust the people who pay the taxes in time of peace and
shoulder their muskets in time of pestilence and war. I can
never think it less safe to trust all the people of any Siate
than it is to trust a few of the same people of the same State.
I shall never subseribe to such a theory, in office or out. I
shall never be a party to any dilatory tacties practiced by the
Republiecans in this ITouse to delay action on a question so
fundamentally correct. I shall never quibble over details when
the aceomplisiment of a great principle is at stake.

The Democratic Party bas repeatedly declored for this prin-
ciple in convention assembled, and each platform since my
early youth has borne pledges to the people of its enactment
into law.

I rejoice and rejoice thrice and thrice again that this Con-
gress during the very first days of its Interesting session is
going to make this much-needed reform a reality. It is but the
keeping of faith with the people, and they are entitled to it. It
will purify elections. It will bring wholesome results to State
and Nation. There are other features of legislation that we
have promised the people, and they will follow. It may be
asserted that it will fail in the Republican Senate, and it may;
but behind it all the people will know who their friends are,
and will also know where the trouble has been these long years.
It is my belief, if the Senators were elected by the people so
that at each returning campaign the candidates for Senator
would have to return to their people and get the indorsement
and acquaintance of their people, there would be less unwilling-
ness to enact laws that all of the people want. Close contact
with the people can only be acquired by forcing the candidate
to consult them. Close acqauaintance can not be exacted unless

the power is vested in the people to punish or reward. When

the power is vested in the legislatures of the States, the candi-
date does not have to proceed further than to acguaint himself
with the few members of the legislature to further hold his
geat, and the people receive little or, at least, inferior consider-
ation from him. I rejoice to sce the people coming into their
own, and they are eminently entitled to it. It is not more than
they should ask. It is but common justice. It will result in
nought but good.

It is charged by opponenis of the measure that it is revolu-
tionary and socialistic, I deny it, and it is not borne out by the
facts. It is common justice and common sense. It is but the
doing of exact justice to n people who have long been denied
that right to scleet their Members of Congress in both branches.

Since I came to Congress I have each session introduced a
joint resolution for the election of Senators by the popular vote.
I have a bill pending now, and if this Dbill fails in a RepubHcan
Senate, I shall reintroduce each session aslongas I am here, and
at each occasion, like “ Banquo's ghost,” I will appear on the
scene until it becomes the law of the land and a part of the
American Constitution.

The American people have said you shall not barter away
their rights by men they did not elect, and you shall not defeat
this legislation without the protest and the knowledge of the
people who are wronged by the defeat.

It is charged that none but the rich can afford to run for the
Senate if popular election is exacted of them by the people. It
is not so0. Senators are elected for six years, three times the
length of the time for shich the House Members are chosen,
and there is no occasion for the application of such a rule or
such a statement. Again it may be said that it is of equal im-
portance that Senators be as near to the people as the more
numerons branch of Congress, for each bill and each resolution
has to pass both bodies before it becomes a law. I submit for
one branch to be responsive and the other inactive and irre-
sponsive to the will of the people is almost as deplorable as if
both branches were selected otherwise than by the people.

Power begets respeet. The absence of power without excep-
tion makes respect at best more tardy and usually totally ab-
gent. The people should have the power in the abstract, but
surecly they should have it when it begets for them the respect
the Constitution intended them to have.

Pass this joint resolution and you make no mistake. Pass
the resolution and the States will act at their first sitting,
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Pass this resolution and the American people will see we
intend to keep the faith when in power that we advocated when
not in power. DPass this resolution and make responsive that
body which is too far removed from the aches and pains of the
people. Pass it and endear yourselves to the people of all
political faiths and enact a reform from which no ill effects can
emanate. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma
has expired.

Mr. FERRIS. I should like to have unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the RECORD,

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remuarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, will the gentleman allow me to make a statement?

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to state that at this time I
will not object, but I put the House on notice that hereafter no
speeches not delivered and no extension of remarks will be
printed in tke Reforp in the Sixty-second Congress.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask
the gentleman from Florida if this rule is to be applied to every-
one hereafter?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. What is the gentleman’s question?

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman from Florida pro-
poses to object to all requests hereafter.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. After to-day; yes.

Mr, MANN. Well, I will begin now. I will object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact
that this question is important and a great many gentlemen on
both sides, I am informed, desire to express their views briefly
who will not have a chance to consume time on the floor, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members of this House, whether
they have bheen recognized or not, who desire to express their
views on this great question may be permitted to do so within
five legislative days, their remarks to be confined to the subject
matter of the resolution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that all Members desiring to print remarks in the Recorp on
this question may have five legislative days in which to do so.
Is there objection?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
will object.

Mr. SHERLEY. Reserving the right to object, I should like
to suggest to the gentleman from Missouri that his request be
modified by the statement that the IRecorp shall show that the
speech is printed under leave.

Mr. KENDALIL. 1 hope the gentleman will agree to that.

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that there has
been an abuse in the past in regard to leave-to-print speeches
in the Recorp. "Now, it is manifest that we must either have
much more discussion, or else relief must be given through leave

Mr. Speaker, I hope no gentleman

to print in the Recorp; but it seems to me proper that there |
should be something in the Recorp to indieate that the speech |

is printed under leave.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the
gentleman from Kentucky, let me say, I believe it would be well
to enforce the rule with rigor as applicable to mere political
essays written into the CoxcressioNarn Recorp, but this is not
that. But it is not that. This is n great question, not partisan,
and it affeets all people alike, It has its ardent advocates on
one side of the Chamber as wzll as the other. I do not believe
anybody in reference to this particular question ought to have
the rule enforced against it.

Mr., TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr, Speaker, I shall insist that
the speeches shall be germane to the resolution.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That was my request, and I so
slated.

Mr., MANN. Mnr Spenker

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have made every effort possible
to get sufiicient time for actual discussion upon the proposed
amendment to the Constitution, Now, is it the purpose to in-
sert a lot of gpeeches in the REcorp to make it appear that we
had full discussion on the subject?

Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has
not forgotten that, standing quite close to him and making
some (demonstration, I asked if they wanted two hours or four
hounrs or a day for general debate on that side.

Mr. MANN. Four hours is a day, and we took all the time
we could get.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.
standpoint of 12 hours.

Mr. MANN. Oh, but the gentleman said that he proposed to
close general debate and pass this bill to-day. =

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen will hear
me witness that I said we were going to pass the bill to-day,
and I should ask for the previous question if we could not
agree on a time for general debate.

Mr. MANN. Well, I am not going to object, and I will with-
draw the objection that I heretofore made, because I think it
will look better for us even if we fake in the Recorp an ap-
parent consideration of an amendment to the Constitution
which was actually refused in the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject to what has been denominated fake speeches, I desire to
suggest to the gentleman from Missouri to amend his request
for unanimeus consent to this effect—that the time for this
debate be extended one hour on each side, and if at the expi-
ration of that time all gentlemen have not been heard on this
side or that, the request can be renewed. On this side gentle-
men are only taking five minutes. That is as much time as I
desire to have, and I do not desire to put any fake speech in
the RECORD.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Mr. Speaker, the time was agreed
upon for general debate at the suggestion, as I understood it,
of the gentleman from Michigan. Now, I say to him that if he
desires to extend the debate for one hour or two hours, if he
will indicate it, I will ask for unanimous consent.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I should be very glad, Mr. Speaker,
to agree with the gentleman to extend the time of debate two
hours, if satisfactory to him and the House.

Mr, RUCKER of Missouri, Tivo hours on each side?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. One hour on each side.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Let me understand, there is a
good deal of confusion. I ask the gentleman from Michigan
how much time does he ask to extend general debate?

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan. In view of the general demand
for debate about me, I will ask for two hours on each side.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimons
consent that the time for general debate on this resolution be
extended two hours on each side.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection?

Mr. DIES, Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects, The
gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous consent that all
Members have the privilege of printing speeches in the Recorp
on this proposed amendment for five legislative days, Is there
objection ?

Mr. KENDALIL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I want to inguire of the gentleman from Missourl what is the
objection to the suggestion advanced by the gentleman from
Kentucky designating the fact in the speech that it was not
delivered, but ingerted in the REcorp by leave?

I am speaking of a day from the

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. So far as I am concerned, I have
no objection whatever, but I understood from audible utter-
ances all around me that there was objection.

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
| to objeet, I would like to say that I do not believe it is a proper
| thing to inject that sort of system in the Recorp at this time.

Mr. KENDALL. Does the gentleman think it is a proper
thing to inject a speech in the Recorp without having made it
on the floor?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. If it is proposed to put that state-
ment in the Recorp I shall object myself.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, pending this matter,
objection having been made to extending the general debate
for two hours on a side, I would ask the gentleman from
Missourl to ask unanimous consent to extend the debate one
hour on each side.

Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend general debate one hour on each side, the
time to be divided equally.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to extend general debate one hour on each side,
one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri and
the other by the gentleman from Michigan. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to
renew my request that all gentlemen have five legislative days
in which to print remarks on this proposed ameudment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mons consent that five legislative days be allowed in which
Members may print remarks in the Recorp upon this proposed
amendment, Is there objection?
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Mr. SHERLEY, Mr. Speaker, I shall not at this time object,
beeanse it has been a custom long indulged in, but I think the
House ean well afford to make the Itecorp a real journal of the
proceedings here, and I shall undertake in some proper way to
hayve such a rule adopted.

It is proper that men who do not have an opportunity to
express their views on the floor should have a mediam of pre-
senting them to the country, but it is nmot proper that they
should be presented under false pretenses. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

AMr. YOUNG of Michigan. Ar. Speaker, I yield three minutes
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cany].

Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I am leartily in favor of the
amendment to elect the United States Senators by a direct vote
of the people, and I am heartlly in favor of another amend-
ment which I believe is just as important, and perhaps more
important, at Ieast of as much importance, as the election of the
United States Senators by a direet vote of the people, and for
that reason I ask in my time to present the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read:

The Clerk read as follows:

That there be, and there Is hereby, proposed the following amend-
ment to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the Constitution

reseribes, shall become nnd be effective as part of the Constitution, as
OI‘I'OE?;?C.. 1. Members and Delegates to the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States shall be eclected, after the passage of
this bill, for o term of four years.

‘ 8ec, 2, Sald election shall take place at the time and on the day
prescribed by law for the easting of the popular vote for President of
the United States, and in the manner preseribed by law by the different
States and Territories.”

Mr, CARY. Mr, Speaker, I introduce this because I think it
is as important as a direct vote for Unifed States Senators. I
believe that the fewer elections we have for Congressmen the
better for all concerned. You can not sit in Congress and every
two years run for office and do justice to the people who send
you here. The fact of the matter is, you are in politics all of
the time, and you do not have time cnough to do justice in two-
year terms. For that reason I offer this amendment,

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan., Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. LAFrErRTY].

Mr, LAFTTFERTY. Mr. Speaker, it must be very apparent to
gentlemen on the other side of the IJouse by this time that a
great many Members who are sincerely in favor of the election
of Senators by a direct vote of the people have some objection
to the resolution in the form in which it is presented. If you
gentlemen on the other slde of the House are earnestly, hon-
estly, and sincerely in favor of bringing abouf this great re-
form, to wit, the election of the United States Senators by a
direct vote of the people, it behooves you to assert your inde-
pendence upon the roll call upon the issue that is now presented,
and send this resolution to the legislatures of the several States
in such form that it will be adopted. It is plain to everyone
. that a great majority of the Members in this House fayor the
election of Senators by a direct vote of the people. We all
know that a great majority of the citizens of this country are in
favor of that reform, and would so express themselves if they
had an opportunity to vote upon it, but I do not believe that a
majority of the people of the United States would vote for the
Tederal Congress to surrender absélutely the power that it
now has and has always maintained, to preseribe, if needs be,
how Members of the lower and upper Houses of Congress
should be elected.

I come from the State of Oregon, a State that stands out
preeminently in favor of the direct election of the Senators.
In fact, we are so strongly impressed with this belief and so
strongly in favor of this reform that we have adopted in our
State a dircet primary, whereby we have provided that each
party shall nominate a eandidate for United States Senator at
the primary, and that the candidate so nmominated shall be
placed upon the ballot at the general election and voted for by
the people.

The primary law of Oregon further provides that eandidates
for the legislature may, if they choose, subscribe to either
statement No. 1 or statement No. 2, statement No. 1 being
that the candidate pledges himself to the people of his dis-
triet and the people of his State that if elected he will always
vole in the election for Senator for that eandidate who shall
have received the highest number of the people's votes at the
Jast preceding election. It has come to pass, after six years of
trial of that system, that no man can be elected to the legis-
lature who does not sign statement No. 1.

Therefore I am not only personally favorable to this resolu-
tion, which has been under the peculiar circumstances presented
by a Democratic House, but my constituents are in favor of it.

I want to see it become a part of the Constitution of the United
States. I am not here playing politics upon the Republican
side of this Hall. I am here acting independently. I am here,
as some have said, as an insurgent Republican. I am against
machine rule. [Applause.] I shall vote for every proposed law
that I believe ought to be passed during, my service here,
whether it comes from a Democratic or a Republican source.
The Oregon system of electing all officers by the people and
nominating all candidates for office by the people breeds inde-
pendence, and it breeds insurgents. The reason why the people
of the United States want the direct election of Senators is that
it makes United States Senators accountable directly to the
publie for their election, the same as Representatives here are
accountable to the public for their election. When the time
comes that Senators are elected by the people, the people will
get the legislation that they are entitled to, that they are
demanding; and if you gentlemen over there want the legis-
latures of the several States to approve this amendment, then
vote to cut out this part of your propeosed amendment
which takes away from the Federal Government the power of
supervision.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] 10 minutes,

AMr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I shall not discuss the main
proposition involved in this resolution, because I hope and be-
lieve it will receive the unanimous vote of this Flouse. [Ap-
plauge.] I do wish to discuss for a moment, however, the
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Youna]. The resolution as reported from the committee de-
prives the Federal Government of any power to regulate the
time and manner of holding elections. It does more than that.
Through the insertion of a word of two letters, the word “as,”
it also changes the present Constitution, so that there is no
duty laid upon any State to prescribe the time and manner of
holding elections. TUnder the Constitution as it exists to-day
it provides that the legislature shall preseribe the time and
manner and places of holding elections, and also reserves fo
the Federal Government the power to alter and amend such
regulations. This amendment, however, as reported from the
committee, contains this language: “The time, places, and man-
ner of holding elections*for Senators shall be,” not prescribed,
but ‘““as preseribed,” therefore imposing no duty upon the lez-
islature to prescribe the time and manner at all. Now, I am in
faver of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Michi-
gan for this reason: The right to elect Senators by the people
will be of little value to any State unless there shall also ac-
company that the right to nominate the men who ara voted for
at the polls. There are many States in this Union to-day—I
need not undertake to mention them—where this amendment to
the Constitution will be of little value, because special inferests
will nominate in both political parties the candidates for the
United States Senate, and the people will be compelled to
choose between two, neither of whom will be representative of
them. If this right was reserved to control the elections by
the Federal Government, if this amendment proposed by the
gentleman from Michigan shall be adopted, that right can be
guaranteed to the people of every State—the right to nominate
as well as elect.

It would be entirely practicable and feasible for this Congress
to pass a primary law providing for the nomination of Senators
and Members of the House of Representatives providing that
that law shall be operative only in States yhere direct nomina-
tions have not been provided for by their State legislatures,
and, further, tHat it shall cease to be operative whenever any
State by its legislature provides for the direct nomination of
these officials. But under this resolution as it comes from the
committee and as you propose to adopt it to-day it will be
absolutely impossible for the Federal Government or this Con-
gress to ever pass such a law in the future, and is there any
gentleman upon that side of the House who would not be in
favor of that kind of a law, who would not be in favor of diract
nomination of Senators and Representatives in Congress as
well as their eleetion; and yet you are deliberately depriving
the Congress of the power to secure to the people that right
of directly nominating ns well as directly electing. I under-
stand, of course, the fear upon the part of the gentlemen upon
that side of the House of the Federal Government controlling
the elections in certain portions of our country, perhaps inter-
fering with the legislative restrictions that would be cast
around the ballot, but I wish to remind you that that is fully
safeguarded in the resolution as it comes from your committee
and is not touched in any way by the amendment proposed by
the gentleman from Michigan. The resolution provides that
the electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite
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for electors in the most numerous branch of the State legislature,
and that will remain as it is, and if the amendment proposed by
the gentleman from Michigan is adopted Congress will have
no power to change in any way these State laws with reference
to who shall be entitled to vote for United States Senators.

Are you asking anything more than that, and are you afraid
of anything else than that? I believe that if this committee
that has reported this bill had considered the matter fully, and
especially had considered the suggestion that I make as to the
nomination of Senators by the different political parties, as well
as their election, they, too, and this House, would have been
in favor of the amendment proposed by the geutleman from
Michigan. [Applause.]

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppEN].

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the election of
United States Senators by direct vote of the people. I think
the time has come when the Senators should be as responsive to
the public will as the Members of the House are. The people
of the United States justly believe that the Senators are not
now responsive to the public will. The resolution, as reported
from the committee over which the distinguished gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] presides, is not complete, and I

regret very much to discover in the reading of it that it ex-

cludes the Congress of the United States from the privilege of
regulating the method of electing United States Senators. It
seems to me that the Congress should retain the power to regu-
late the election of the men to this office. It should control the
power to perpetuate itself, It should not leave to the States
the right to make such laws as they choose on a question that
involves the integrity of the country. States may have differ-
ent interests than the country may have as a whole, and the
Congress should always be in control. I regret that we are not
to be able to vote for a bill which gives that right to the
Congress.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illineois yield to
the gentleman from Missouri?

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. As I understand the gentleman,
he is in favor of the resolution but opposed to that feature of
it which takes away from Congress the power to regulate.

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This Constitution has been in
operation for more than a century. Has the Federal Govern-
ment ever attempted to control or regulate the election of Sena-
tors by reason of that power?

Mr. MADDEN., That is no reason, however, why the Gov-
ernment should have the power to control taken away from it,
and the very fact that it has not exercised it should not be a
reason why it should not have the power to exercise it,

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does not the gentleman believe
that, in view of what we know, historically at least—and none
of us know anything about it personally—and what we know
of the methods by which Senators are sometimes elected, and
of deadlocks existing all over the country, and that the Federal
Government has not in a hundred years exercised its powers,
it is about time the people should begin to exercise it?

Mr, MADDEN. 1 believe the people should exercise the
power. I believe that delegating to the people the power to
elect Senators in Congress would prevent deadlocks. I believe
the power should be taken away from the legislatures to elect
Senators. The people are best qualified to elect the men to
represent them, and the men representing them in any legisla-
tive branch of the Government, whether in the Senate or in
the House, or in the legislatures of the various States, ought to
be responsive to the public will; and the time has come when
the people of the United States are going to insist upon the
enactment of a law which will give them jurisdiction over their
own servants.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PriNcE]. -

Mr, PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, Abraham Lincoln, the greatest
man Illinois ever gave to the Nation or to the world, sald:
“MThis is a government of the peaople, for the people, and by the
people.” He implicitly trusted in the plain people of this conn-
try. We on this side of the House, who believe in him and in
his ntterances, can safely trust this question to the people of
this country. True it is that the fathers saw fit to put the
provision in the Constitution as it now exists. That constitu-
tional convention which finally adopted this great instrument
was presided over by the greatest man this country ever gave
to the world, George Washington, who acted as president of
the econstitutional convention, and deputies, representing 12
States of the Union, signed and approved this Constitution.

Here is a provision to amend that Constitution. I am in
favor of the election of Senators by the people. I so voted years
ago as a member of the Illinois Legislature. Every time that
question has been presented in this body I have so voted.

I regret exceedingly that the movers of this amendment have
seen fit to strike out these words:

But the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regula-
Ltlons except as to the places of choosing Senators.

They leave in this resolution these words:

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall
be prescribed in each State by the legislature thercof.

There are to-day 46 States in the Union. Two more are
knocking at the door, making 48. 'This provision allows 48
States to provide 48 different times, 48 different places, and 48
different manners of holding elections for Senators of the
United States, without limiting in the slightest degree any
power vested in the Congress of the United States.

Mr. COOI'ER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin?

Mr. PRINCE. Yes.

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman says this will permit elections
n!ii 48 different times in 48 different places. How will he lielp
that?

Mr. PRINCE. We can coutroel it by limiting the manner, by
limiting it except as to the places of choosing Senators. As to
lt'i]mt!ttve are forbidden. As to the time and place, this modi-

es

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? ]

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield to the gentlema
from Wisconsin?

; Mr. PRINCE. I regret, Mr. Speaker, that I hardly have the
time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. PRINCI. What have we? This body here, made up of
392 men, comes from the body of the people. Yonder body
comes from the body of the people through the selectmen. We
propose to have the other body selected by the same class of
peonle as that which selects this body.

Where do they come from? From the people. Why should
we say that this body and another body coming from the body
of the people shall not have the right by law to make or alter
such regulations except as to the places of choosing Senators?
The power comes from the people. The power of this House
comes from the people. We are amenable to them. We go
back to them. The other body will also be amenable to the
people of the United States, and I am frank to say that I
believe the people will make fewer mistakes in the selection of
Senators than perhaps the interests of this eountry have made
in the selection of Senators. For that reason I favor the
amendment, and if I can not get that, I will favor the reso-
Tution. ;

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that gentlemen are
nnnecessarily alarmed about the provisions of this bill. In the
first place, 1 ecall the attention of gentlemen to the fact that
under the present Constitution it is utterly impossible

A MeMmBEr. Louder!

Mr. SISSON. That is the first time that request was ever
made of me in my life. [Laughter.] I call the attention of
genflemen to the fact that under the present Constitution Con-
gross has no right to regulate who shall vote for the various
members of the State legislature or the State senate. There-
fore the States have under the present Constitution the right
to provide for the election of their own legislatures in their
own way, provided they do not violate any provision of the
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Federal Constitu-
tion. That power is saered, and ought to be sacred to all the
States. That power is necessary to the small States like
Rhode Island. It is necessary to all the States, like Maine,
New Hampshire, and Massachusetts, because in yonder body
they ean protect and defend themselves from the strong repre-
sentation that comes from the more populous and larger States.
It was upon that idea that this power should live and be a
vital thing and have a vital force in these smaller States that
the Constitution was framed. Otherwise you never could have
formed this great Government. The smaller States would never
have consented to the compact. Why? Because in the House
of Representatives as the large States increased in population
their power correspondingly increased in the House, and rela-
tively the smaller States would have less power. As new States
are carved out of the vast territory west of the small States the
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power of the small State would be less effective in the Senate
to control Federal legislation. It was therefore not only put
in the Constitution at the instance of the small States—the pro-
vision that no State should be deprived of its equal suffrage in
the Senate without its own consent—but it was nowhere per-
mitted in the Constitution that Congress could regulate the elec-
tion of State officers: and since the power to elect Senators is
placed in the various State legislatures Congress could not in
any way reach the State elector or his right to vote for a State
senator or representative.

Now, under this provision in this amendment it does just
exuctly thot thing. It does no more than that. It is intended
to do no more than that. It is intended that the gualifications
of the State electors, when they go to vote directly for a Sena-
tor, shall be exactly what their qualifications would be if they
voted for a State legislator, who, as the constitution now is,
votes for a Senator because he is in the legislature of the State.
Now, if you permit the authority in Article I, section 4, of the
Constitution to be extended to the power that elects TUnited
States Senators, and if that power is the people, then, to leave
Article I, section 4, as it is, you take away from the electors
of the small States the right to send their Senators to the
United States Senate with the State integrity absolutely secure
from congressional interference. Senator Lopce—I believe it
is against a rule of the House to call the name of a Senator—
made a very strong speech, the strongest that has been made
upon that proposition, that this was a direct blow at the doc-
trine of State sovereignty and the integrity of the State. Now,
the amendment under consideration was intended to meet that
objection and for the purpose of preserving the integrity of the
State, and enabling each and every State to elect its own
Senators by those who are qualified under their own State laws
and constitutions. But if election laws could be written and
prescribed by Congress, it would deprive the smaller States of
that protection which they now enjoy and the safeguard which
is now thrown around them. For example:

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature
thereof.

Under the present law it does not matter what sort of regula-
tions this Congress may make in referring to the manner of
electing the Senators by the legisiatures of the States. They
do not and can not under the Constitution interfere with the
present election laws of the States, which prescribe the qualifi-
cations of the electors for the various branches of the State
legislature.

But if this elause is permitted to remain in the Constitution
just as it is now, and Senators are elected by the people, then
you would extend the power of Congress so that it could do
with the Senators what it now does with the House of Repre-
sentatives, to wit, it might prescribe election laws that differ
with the election laws of the various States, and might enlarge
or reduce the suffrage in each State in accordance with the wis-
dom of Congress. It is for that very reason that Article I,
section 4, was modified by the distinguished Senator who pre-
pared the proposed amendment. A Republican Senator of dis-
tinetion prepared this bill with a great deal of care, in order
that it might maintain the Government of the United States in
its exact form, reserving to all the States the equal power which
they now have, and not depriving the States of that power.

Mr., YOUNG of Michigan. Even if the amendment which I
have proposed should be adopted, would not the resolution con-
tain this language 7—

The electors In each State shall have the qualifications requisite for
electors of the most numerous branch of the gtate leglslature.

And if that be true, how can the United States interfere with
the qualifications of electors of the State and reduce the num-
ber?

Mr. SISSON. That is the Constitution as it now is; but if
you leave section 4 of Article I just as it is—

But the C ss may at time by 1 k 2
lntiﬂﬂ".ts. égcegtm;?qti Itl.]htgr plac%gyot (I:J;J?)os ngagegaoﬁﬁ fltecamch reen

That can only affect the body which now has the power to
elect, which is the State legislature, The sovereign State now
has the sole right to determine who shall vote for the Members
of the various branches of the legislature.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan, And they would still have it.

Mr. SISSON. No; they would not. The power of election
of United States Senators is now lodged in a delegated body in
the State, the State legislature, and that delegated body in the
State having the power to elect is the only thing that could be
regulated by Congress under the present Constitution. The
power to regulate does not reach back to the suffrage that
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elects the members of the various branches of the legislature of
the several States.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield
to the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. SISSON. I do.

Mr. SHERLEY. Perhaps a reply to the question asked by the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Younc] may be found in this
fact, that the amendment would give to the Congress of the
United States control over the mannper of holding elections, and
while it could not determine what were the qualifications of
electors, could not fix the gualifications of electors in regulating
the manner of holding the election, it could pass upon the ques-
tion as to who came within the qualifications as fixed by the
State; and by having the power to determine whether a given
individual did or did not come within the State qualifications,
the Federal law might be able to override the State law; and
that position was admitted by Senator RooT.

Mr, SISSON. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky, who
states the position that I take more clearly than I can state it,
because he is always clear on every proposition.

Now, I want to call your attention to another thing. No
meniber of any State delegation here ought to be afraid to trust
the people of his State.

This Government is no better than the States. You can not
make this Government any better than the States. You can
not make a good government out of States that are themselves
corrupt and bad. You can not make out of it any better Gov-
ernment than the States make themselves. Now, under the
present law the great trouble is that the election of a United
States Senator overshadows the State election. The qualifica-
tions of the various candidates for the State legislatures are lost
sight of, and we vote for or against a man because he favors or
does not favor a certain man for the United States Senate.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi
has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.
tleman five minutes more.

Mr. SISSON. I thank the gentleman. Now, in fhose States
where they have no primary election law, but have nominating
conventions, the nominating convention in the county and sena-
torial distriets will be controlled in the interest of a certain
candidate for a United States Senator. Therefore we would,
if we could, have election laws so that a man would vote for a
State legislator or for a member of the State senate upon his
qualifications for that particular office, and not because he has
a preference for a certain candidate for the United States
Senate. Iach State must have the right, which it now has,
of electing its own State officers in its own way, without dis-
turbing in the least the integrity of the State in its own elec-
tion laws. How much better it would be if, in addition to this,
we could elect Senators directly, so that our State legislators
would be elected on their merit, and not because they are for
or against a certain candidate for the Senate. But any reso-
Iution that receives my support must be one which will not per-
mit Congress to pass a law to supervise elections in a State.

Mr., KENDALIL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippl yield
to the gentleman from Iowa?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. KENDALL. The power now resides in Congress to have
a general supervision over the membership, and it has never
been abused in the history of the country, has it?

Mr, SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not want my distinguished
friend to put it up to me to answer that question,

Mr. KENDALL. I thought that the gentleman would not
want to answer it.

Mr, SISSON. If I had time, I would like to tell my distin-
guished friend from Iowa some facts that would cause him to
be uneasy sometimes about partisan control, when passion runs
high; but I thank God that that time is passed. This is no
time or place to reopen the wounds of the past; they are healed.
Let us not even refer to our differences of the past while dis-
cussing this great question, which means so much to our great
Republic. The day is long since passed when we should inject
these questions into our discussions on this floor. My distin-
guished young friend should not try to do this, and I will not
at this time allow him to lead me into a discussion that wonld
tend to revive the old feeling. I thank God that it has gone; and
may He never send any more fratricidal strife, but may the
dove of peace forever hover around thig Capitol, and may we
be permifted to discuss these questions apart from those recol-
lections. [Applause.] :

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
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I come from that section which has sometimes been charged
with being without patriotism and without love for the common
country, but I yield to no man in my love and devotion to this
Government. I can point with pride to the devotion of the
noble people of the South whose faith and love for this Govern-
ment have been tried in the fires of persecution and the crucible
of oppression, and who have been found to be pure gold. We
will defend with pride our common country with our lives, and I
pledge that every able-bodied man who lives in my section of
the country, if need be, will die in defense of our Federal Gov-
ernment. [Applause.]

So let us not go back and dig up any embers of the past in
discussing this matter; let us discuss it on its merits. I have
confidence in the people of Maine, in the God-fearing, honest
people of Vermont and Massachusetts, California and Oregon.
I believe these people may be trusted in their integrity and
patriotism to do the right thing for the common country, and
that our flag will not have a star dimmed in its beauty unless
the Federal Government should lay violent hands upon the
sovereignty of these States and deprive them of the right to
h;md[e their own local questions in their own local way. [Ap-
plause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Surzer].

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, ever since I have been a Mem-
ber of this House—going on 17 years—I have advocated and
worked faithfully to bring about the election of Senators in
Congress by the direct vote of the people. In every Congress
in which I have served I have infroduced a joint resolution—
substantinlly similar to the joint resolution now under consid-
eration—to amend the Constitution to accomplish this most de-
sirable reform, and the record will show that I have done every-
thing in my power, in Congress and out of Congress, to secure
its accomplishment.

Without any vanity I can justly say that I am the author
of this reform. On several occasions my resolution has passed
the House, only to fail in the Senate, but it is just as sure to
be written into our Constitution, sooner or later, as the sun
is to rise to-morrow.

I am opposed to delegating away the rights of the people, and
where they have been delegated away I would restore them to
the people. I trust the people, and I believe in the people.
With Jefferson I believe that all governments derive their just
powers from the consent of the governed, and hence I want to
restore to the people the right now delegated to the legislatures
by the framers of the Constitution, so that the Senators as well
as Members of Congress shall be elected directly by the people,
and the Government thus become more and more a representa-
tive democracy, where brains, fitness, honesty, ability, experl-
ence, and capacity, and not wealth and subserviency, shall be
the true qualifications for both branches of the Federal Legis-
lature.

The people all over this country now demand this much-
needed change in the Federal Constitution, so that they can
vote directly for Senators in Congress, and they appeal to us
to enact this law to give them that right. It is not a partisan
question, neither is it a sectional issue. The demand reaches
us from all parts of the land and from men in all politieal
parties with a degree of unanimity that is quite surprising.
It is our dunty to respect the wishes of the people and to give
them n uniform law allowing them to vote for Senators in
Congress just the same as they now vole for Ilepresentatives in
Congress.

The United States Senate is the last bulwark of the predatory
trusts. Iere is the citadel of every unscrupulous monopoly.
And more and more the special interests of the country, realiz-
ing the importance of the Senate, are combining their forces to
control the election of Federal Senators through their sinister
influence in State legislatures. Forty-six United States Sen-
ators ean prevent the enactment of a good law or the repeal of
a bad law. The United States Senate is the most powerful
legislative body in the world, and its Members should be elected
Ly the people of the country just the same as the Representa-
tives in Congress are elected. This is of the utmost importance
1o every man in the Republic, because when the Senate is
directly responsible to the people they will control it; and then,
and not till then, will that important legislative body respond to
the will of the people.

The right to elect United States Senators by a direct vote of
the people is a step in advance and in the right direction. I
hope it will speedily be brought about. It is the right kind of
reform, and I hope it will be succeeded by others, until this
Government becomes indeed the greatest and the best and the
freest Government the world has ever seen, where the will of

the people shall be, as it ought to be, the supreme law of the
land. [Applause.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY].

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, Speaker, I have been deeply impressed
by what has been said by the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. McCarn] and by other gentlemen on that side of the
Chamber about the sacredness of the Constitution of the United
States; about the care and the hesitancy with which we should
approach it in any attempt to alter it in any material respect.
I am firmly convinced that as eras have produced great ex-
plorers or poets or soldiers, so there are times in the affairs
of men when great jurists and great statesmen execute an im-
mortal work, not for a single generation, but for all their chil-
dren and their children’s children who are to follow them in
the succeeding centuries. I believe that Jefferson and Madison
and Hamilton and Washington erected an edifice so perfect in
all its details, so beautiful in its structure, so firm and immutable
in its foundations, that it shall live through the centuries, and
that when nations and languages and empires shall have per-
ished, the Constitution of the United States, still intact and
still preserving these institutions under the flag, shall be the
wonder and the admiration of all men a thousand years from
now. [Applause.]

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly.

Mr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman in his eulogy
of Washington and Jefferson and Hamilton and Madison and
those other great men, to found it largely upon their magnificent
work in making the Constitution of the United States?

Mr, STANLEY. Mr, Speaker, I did not catch the question.

Mr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman when he
spoke with such splendor of language and imagery of Wash-
ington, of Jefferson, of Hamilton, and Madison, and other
great men, that he was at the same time eulogizing or speaking
in complimentary terms of their master product, the Constitu-
tion of the United States?

Mr, STANLEY. In my feeble way I intended to do so.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman please fell me what
Thomas Jefferson had to do with the Constitution? He was
not in the convention at all. [Laughter on the Republican
side.]

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will take pleasure in doing
s0. The Declaration of Independence itself was the spirit of
which the Constitution is the letter. [Applause.] I happen to
have here in my desk a letter from Thomas Jefferson to Mr.
Madison, and I thought I could lay my hands on it, discussing
this very question. It is true that the Sage of Monticello
throughout that discussion before the Constitution was written,
and after it was written, was consnlted by the men who wrote
it as an oracle and as a gulde. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] It is troe that to Thomas Jefferson more than to any
other we owe the Bill of Rights, now in the Constitution, which
is in verity the shield and sword to the oppressed of this coun-
try. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I would commend to
the gentleman to study the life, the writings, and the achieve-
ments of Thomas Jefferson. With his splendid intellect, with
his broad statesmanship, could he get out of the bog, cease to
follow the narrow politicians, and stand for a few months
under the effulgence of Jefferson's eloquence and his wisdom,
the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin would surely adorn
this side of the Chamber. [Applause and laughter on the
Democratic side.]

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. STANLEY. With pleasure.

Mr. LAFPERTY. I want the gentleman fo understand that
my query proceeds from a friendly motive.

Mr, STANLEY. Certainly.

Mr. LAFFERTY. In an endeavor to arrive at a compromise
that will be approved by the people aund by the legislatures, if
possible, I desire to ask if we who are opposed to the surrender
of the supervisory power of the Federal Government which has
never been exercised, in our opinion, to the detriment of the
South, are asking the gentlemen on the other side to surrender
or give up anything that they are now entitled to under the
Constitution when we ask them to simply be satisfied with a
constitutional amendment providing for the direct election of
Senators withount going further and asking for an additional
amendment to the Constitution which destroys its symmetry,
which destroys section 4, splits it in twain, and leaves the
anomalous condition of the Federal Congress having the au-
thority, if it shounld ever come to pass that it was proper for
it to exercise that aunthority, to supervise the election of Repre-
sentatives, and no longer having authority to amend any regu-
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lations that may be made in regard to Senators? And I would
desire the gentleman now to answer—and I am friendly to the
resolution—whether or not it would not be better for the gen-
tlemen on the other side to be satisfied——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky
has expired. [Laughter.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes
more to the gentleman from Kentucky, and forbld anybody
interfering with him in that time. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog-
nized for 10 minutes additional,

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would answer the question
of my friend from Oregon had he propounded a question.
[Laughter.] Now, if all that the gentleman says is true, the
only thing that this amendment does is to give to the States
the power that it has never exercised in a hundred years and
will probably never exercise in the next hundred years.

Mr. LAFFERTY. I would like to ask, Mr, Speaker, why
gentlemen on the other side——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield
to the gentleman from Oregon?

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly.

Mr. LAFFERTY. In the same friendly motive, I would ask
why gentlemen on the other side object to leaving the Constitu-
tion in that regard stand just where it is and be satisfied with
an amendment for the direct election of Senators.

Mr. STANLEY. I do not object to leaving the Constitution
stay just where it is, and I am of the opinion it will be found
in the same locality whether we pass this amendment or not.

Mr, SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit.

Mr. STANLEY, Certainly.

Mr. SHERLEY. Perhaps the answer to the gentleman from
Oregon might be found in the fact that when you provide for
the direct election of Senators by the people, you do then en-
large the power that the Federal Government will have over
the power that it now possesses when they are elected by the
legislatures of the various States, and it is not possible, as
stated by the gentleman, to offer simply an amendment for the
direct election of Senators and leave the situation in that
particular in statu quo.

Mr., STANLEY. Now, speaking in all seriousness fo my
friend from Oregon, the founders of the Constitution discussed
at great length the wisdom of allowing the States to be repre-
sented according to their population in this body and in an-
other body according to their autonomy. Thomas Jefferson,
immediately after the passage of the Constitution, wrote to
Madison and said that he was delighted with the compromise
made between the large and the small States at that time. The
manner of the election of United States Senators was a detail
which was almost entirely overlooked by the makers of the
Counstitution. This amendment does not take any power from
the Constitution which it now possesses, because over the
method of election of United States Senators by the legislatures
the Federal Government was absolutely prevented from inter-
fering with their election, not in hwee verba, but from the very
nature of things. It is not contended that the Federal Govern-
ment ever has or ever can interfere

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield
to the gentleman from Oregon?

Mr. STANLEY, Yes,

Mr. LAFFERTY. I desire to ask the necessity, if there be
any necessity, in submitting this constitutional amendment or
making any provision for the amending of section 4, shich
reads:

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature
thercof, but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such
regulations.

Mr. STANLEY. I am speaking to that point right now. The
Congress never has and never will interfere with the time, the
manuner, or the places of selecting Senators under the law as it
now exists. Will this Congress ever think of interfering——

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr, Speaker:

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield?

Mr. STANLEY. Yes.

Mr. LAFFERTY. In order to arrive at a decision it is nec-
essary to ask the question—I do not desire to interfere or to
be presumptuous in the matter——

Mr. STANLEY., I know it

AMr. LAFFERTY. I want to ask this question: If Congress
has never interfered, there ought not, it seems to me, to be
any fear that it ever will; but in the very nature of things it
shocks the conscience or the intelligence of a lawyer, as sug-
gested by the able gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc-

Carw], that Congress should surrender the power of providing
for its own perpetuity.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would respectfully suggest to
the gentleman that in different language he has asked me the
same question four different times.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STAN-
LEY] declines to yield further.

Mr. STANLEY. I will let the gentleman finish that question,

Mr. LAFFERTY. Since it does appear that there is a division
upon that material point between the North and the South, as
you understand, as to the surrender of this power, which is not
material according to the gentleman’s own statement——

Mr. STANLEY, I wish to be patient with the gentleman, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. LAFFERTY (continuing).
with it?

Mr. STANLEY. I desire to be courteous, but I hope to finish
this sentence, and I will not have any more time than is neces-
sary to do that. Now, in effect, we are not depriving the Federal
Government of any actual power which it now possesses. It
could not in the nature of things interfere with the election,
by the very wording of the Constitution, of members of the
legislature or of Senators, The States have the sole and the
absolute right to choose the members of both bodies of the
legislature without any interference by the Federal Govern-
ment. Those members, when elecfed, in the very nature of
things, have the right to fix the manner of the election of United
States Senators. The reasons which have led the Federal Gov-
ernment to interfere with the election of Members of this
body, being founded upon representation, upon population, there
has come, and there may come, a clash between the Federal
and the State Governments.

The number of Senators being absolutely fixed by the Con-
stitution, the details of their election being arranged under the
Constitution, as it now exists, the Federal Government never
conld, never has, and never can successfully interfere with a
State in the selection of her Senators.

The whole purpose of this amendment is simply to allow the
people, acting directly, to exercise their power just as they do
now when aeting through the members of the legislature.

I favor this amendment because it is a mere detail that the
framers of the Constitution could not anticipate. The per-
sonnel of the Senate for 50 years after the adoption of the
Constitution of the United States shows that Senators then were
responsive to and were named by the people. Conditions have
changed, both social and industrial, so that it becomes neces-
sary that we should now change the method of electing United
States Senators in order that they may be directly responsive
to the people and be named by them, as they were in the days
when the Constitution was first adopted.

Your fears are unfounded for another reason. You must
remember that when the Constitution of the United States was
adopted there were two mooted questions, one of which was
whether a State was absolutely sovereign, clothed with the right
to retire peacefully from this bond of sisterhood.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again expired.

Mr. STANLEY. I would like one minute more.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman the time
he desires in which to finish the sentence.

Mr. STANLEY. The other position was that the States were
indestructible. The question of the right of a State to secede
has been settled by the arbitrament of war. From that hour
until this the indestructibility of the State is the thing that
has been in danger. If this Government is ever destroyed, it
will be because of the fact that we have become a compact
Federal Union, an empire, and not because the States have en-
croached upon the rights of the Federal Government. Those
who would preserve the Union as founded by the fathers need
not look with a jealous eye upon the authority of the States
as such, but we owe it to ourselves to preserve and encourage
the States in exercising to the utmost all of their loecal author-
ity and preserving inviolate their local autonomy. [Applause.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from California [Mr. RAxEer].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, T am most heartily in favor of
the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the
people, and there can be no question but that the people of the
United States are in favor of electing United States Senators
by direct vote of the people. The Democratic Party has stood
for this for many years. The Democratic Party in the last
three national conventions has passed a resolution declaring
that its members were in favor of the election of United States

Why burden the amendment
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Senaters by direct vote of the people. The people of the State
of California for the last 20 years have been studying and
trying in every way possible how they might secure a repre-
sentation in the United States Senate of their choice, selected
by thie people and not by the system, and I have presented here
a resolution that passed the State Legislature of California in
favor of electing Senators of the United States by the people.
We in California passed a constitutional amendment giving the
State legislature the power to adopt a law so that we may desig-
nate our choice by a direct vote of the people, and at the last
legislature we succeeded in passing a bill whieh is, in sub-
stance, the law of Oregon, providing that the people might
express their will and might put up to their State senators and
representatives the question as to how they stand upon that
subject of election of United States Senators in order that the
voters might vote intelligently and in order that the great body
of the people might be represented and know where their rep-
resentatives stood on this subject before they were elected.

But I want to ask my friends on this side of the House, In
what Demoeratic econvention, or at what time, or at what place
it has ever been discussed, it has ever been determined as a
question of Democratic prineiple, that we should amend para-
graph 1 of section 4 of Article I of the Constitution? [Applause
on the Itepublican side.] At what time have we ever gone
before the American people telling them that while we were
in favor of electing United States Senators by direct vote of
the people, we were in favor of changing that wise provision
of the law which gives this Congress the power to supervise
the election of Representatives and the election of Senators?
[Applause on the Republican side.]

And now I appeal to you, my Democratic friends, and I want
vou to think before you vote on this side. If we are in good
faith, if we are in earnest, if we are determined that this pro-
posed constitutional amendment to the first paragraph of sec-
tion 3 of Article I shall go to the several States and be adopted,
and thereby give the people the right to elect the United States
Senators by direct vote, let us put the amendment in the form
that has been discussed for the last 20 years by the American
people and the form that they stand for. Do not have a rider
to it. Do not put something to it that they have never dis-
cussed. You know that State after State in this Union may
defeat this proposed constitutional amendment that we are so
ardent for, that we have prayed so long for, that we have de-
sorved—that we might have it for the purpose of rectifying
the wrongs that have been committed, that we might have it
for the purpose of giving the people a chance in the United
States Senate and dragging from that body the moneybags, and
putting men in there who will represent the people and not the
system, if we burden it with too many riders. [Applause.]
I ask my Democratic friends now——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. Youxa] use some of his time now?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I will yield five
minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MoreaN].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to let this oppor-
tunity pass without expressing my approval of the principle of
the election of United States Senators by the direct vote of the
people. I believe now, as I have believed for years, that the
Constitution of the United States should be amended so as to
permit the electors of the several States to elect the United
States Senators by direct vote as they now elect Representa-
tives in Congress. It is unfortunate that the proposed amend-
ment is made objectionable by the provision which takes from
Congress the authority, as provided in Article I, section 4, of the
Constitution, to control the times and manner of electing Sena-
tors, but leaves Congress the authorify to control the manner
of electing Representatives in Congress. This injects a new
question into the proposition, which in the end may defeat the
amendment itself. If so, the Demoeratic majority in this
House will be responsible for the defeat of the legislation that
is so universally demanded by the people. I shall vote to
amend the resolution so as to present the one proposition,
allowing the people to vote directly in the election of Senators;
pbut if this amendment shall be lost, I shall then vote for the
proposed amendment to the Constitution as it comes from the
committee, trusting to the other branch of the Congress to
properly amend the proposition so as to make it unobjectionable,

I shall vote for the amendment to the Constitution for the
following reasons:

First. Because I believe in so doing I express the will of the
great majority of my constituents, and while I remain a Mem-
ber of this House I shall always feel it my duty to represent

my constituents in every vote I east. I represent a distrlet
very evenly divided in polities, and in casting my vote for this
measure I believe I express the will of my constituents—Iemo-
crats, Socialists, and Republicans alike.

Second. I am in favor of this amcudment, because my own
judgment approves it. In affairs of our National Government,
and especially in legislative matters, I am in favor of the dis-
tribution rather than in the concentration of power. I believe
it is safer to let all the electors vote on the election of Senators
than to limit the number to the very few who may happen to be
clected members of the various legislatures.

Third. I believe, on the average, better men will be elected to
the United States Senate. By this I do not mean to reflect upon
those who have been elected to the Senate under our present
system. But under the present system unknown men are often
clected to the Senate as so-called “dark horses.”” If the people
elect direectly, the men elected will be more apt to be men who
have attained great prominence in the State, who have n wide
reputation for ability, and who are known for their integrity
and high character.

Tourth. In my opinion, the change in the manner of clection
of Senators will give us, on the whole, better laws and wiser
legislation. If we get better men, we will have better laws,
because the ability, patrictism, and character of legislators will
always be reflected in the laws which they enact.

Fifth. I believe, when elected by a direct vote of the people,
Senators will be more responsive to the will of the people. A
Senator is clected for a term of six years. To my mind, it
seems wise that after six years of service he should go back to
his State and submit his record to the electors of his State.

Sixth. In my judgment this change in the manner of electing
Senators will tend, at least, toward the purity of the election
of Senators. Corrupt methods may be used even when the peo-
ple shall vote directly, but the danger is not so great, and it is
more difficult to corrupt the people constituting the many than
to corrupt the legislators constituting the few. There arc other
reasons that I might give, if I had the time, but my time is
limited.

The SPEAKER., The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma
has expired.

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have one minute more.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman one
minute.

Mr. MORGAN. I believe my colleague [Mr. IF'erris] is not
in the Hall of the House at this time. I regret he is not here.
In his remarks a few minutes ago he criticized the Republican
Party for not enacting this legislation during its long lease of
power. I wish to remind the gentleman that it was the Re-
publican State of Oregon that first adopted the legislation that
in practice permitted the people to elect their Senators by direct
vote, even without any constitutional authority therefor. And
that, notwithstanding this example set by the Republiean State
of Oregon, the Democratic leaders of Oklahoma who controlled
the constitutional convention which framed the constifution of
the State of Oklahoma, and have controlled by large majorities
the legislatures of our State, have failed to give the people of
Oklahoma any opportunity to express, at the general election,
their choice for United States Senators. This, too, in face of
the fact that Republicans have been demanding that the people
be given this right.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklalioma
has again expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH].

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, in the time at my disposal I
can not hope to add anything to the broad question of the clec-
tion of Senators by the direct vote of the people. Personally I
am in favor of that proposition. It would be academie for me
to refer to the prineciples that were advocated by the framners
of the Constitution when the provision which we are consider-
ing was drafted into it. The words of Roger Sherman and of
Gerry and others of that time indicate that some of them were
jmbued with the idea that the Senate should be a body that
would represent the wealth of this country; that would repre-
sent the interests ns against the masses of the people; that
should be elected by a few because the people dare not be
trusted. I shall not argue this point, because I take it that
the majority of the Members of this body believe, as I believe,
in the intelligence and the responsibility of the people.

I do, however, want to call attention to one or two matters
that have arisen this afterncon with respect to the amendments
that have been proposed and the substitute that was offered
by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxpern]. The gentle-
man in addressing himself to his substitute, as I understand it,
indieated that he was fearful that the language of the proposed
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constitutional amendment, if adopted, would give to the States
the power to provide in any way they might choose for the
election of Senators, taking away from the people that which
we scek to give to them, the power of electing Senators.

Only a word with respect fo that. It secems to me the lan-
guange in lines 6, 7, and 8 nullifies his argument, because that
language is to the effect that the qualifications of electors of
Senators shall be those requisite for the “ electors of the most
numerous branch of the State legislatures.”

And more than that, lines 15, 16, and 17 indicate that that is
the meaning of thig whole amendment, when the language reads,
with respect to the filling of vacancies, that the legisiature of
any State may empower the executive thereof to make tempo-
rary appointments ‘“until the people fill the vacaney by elec-
tion.” Words could hardly be plainer, and I am opposed fo the
substitute, and pass from its diseussion to another point that
has been rtaised, namely, to the question whether or not we
shall delegate to the States the power to elect the Senators
without the United States Congress exerclising control over the
manner of the election.

So far as I am concerned, I hiave no objectlon to the amend-
ment that has been proposed. I believe in passing the amend-
ment to the Constitution, however, in such a manner as will
appeal to the most of the States of the Union. Tf the one
manner will appeal to most of them, I am for that manner; if
the other manner, I am for that manner, because I belleve the
reservation fo the Congress of the right to control election of
Senators is not a vital prineiple that swe need to stumble over.
As T see it, the essence of the question is the election of United
States Senators by direct vote of the people.

I find myself in favor of that proposition, even without con-
gressional control, for two reasons. In the first place, I believe
that the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitu-
tion provide an adequate safeguard of the citizenship of this
country, and that in addition fo this a suflicient safeguard of
our form of government is found in the constitutional guar-
anty of a republican form of government. In the second
place, I find myself in accord with it when I refleet that the
people of this country to-day, the people of the several States,
have already as great a responsibility upon them as is involved
in the election of Senators, and they have proven themselves
worthy of the responsibility. Tor more than a century our
people have full well assumed the responsibility involved in
the election of governors, the election of supreme courts, the
clection of Members of this great body, and the determining of
the great policies and problems confronting the different Com-
monvealths, and for that reason I am for the amendment to
the Constitution. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DYER. Mr, Speaker, it is well and generally known that
this is the most important guestion concerning our organic law
that hias come up for consideration and decision since the adop-
tion of the Constitution, and I agree that there is much force in
the argument that in so important a matter as destroying the
principle upon which the Constitution was founded we shonld
deliberate long and sell. The only other amendments to the
Constitution have been to secure human rights or to change
the mechanism for the election of a President. This amend-
ment changes the Constitution in one of its important principles,

When the Constitution was framed and adopted, its makers
were composed of our most able and learned statesmen. They be-
lieved at that time that the best plan was to have United States
Senators elected by the legislatures of the several States form-
ing the Union. They did not believe that the people at that
time should be intrusted with the direct election of Senators.
We are all well acquainted with the arguments and reasons
given at that time for their action. In favoring this amend-
ment to-day we are not questioning their judgment of that day.

“Experience and time arve .the best teachers, however, and from
them and from long consideration by the American people I
am thoroughly convinced that the best interests of this Gov-
erninent and of its people lies in the adoption of this amend-
ment, thereby giving to the people the right to elect their
Senators by direct vote and not by the State legislatures. The
judgment of the people, when formed after long and serious
intelligent consideration, is the Dhest criterion for these to go
by who have been intrusted with making the laws. The people
wanut to elect by direct vote United States Senators—thelr
minds are made up on that proposition. They have had some
splendid lessons in the necessity of taking away from State
legislatures this vight. We all know that it is best that this
amendment should pass. There is no division of this House as
regards this amendment on partisan lines. Upon this side, as
well as upon the other, we are all in favor of the principle
involved in {his resolution. The American people are in fayor

of it, and it is proper and right that they should be; so T will
not dwell at length upon this proposition, because there is
practically no contention regarding it.

To me there is one thing to be seriously considered, and that
Is the part of the resolution which provides for an amendment
of section 4 of Article I, paragraph 1, of the Constitution, which
is in the following language:

The times, places, and manner of holding clections for Benators and
Itepresentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature
thereof ; but the Congress may at any fime by law make or alter such
regulations, except as to the place of choosing Scnators.

It is proposed in this resolution to amend and strike out
that portion of the Constitution which gives to Congress the
right to regulate the election of Senators in the States, and to
give this power over entirely to the State legislatures, so that
it would read as follows:

The tlmes, places, and manner of holding clections for Senators shall
be as prescribed in each State by the legisi’ature thereof.

I am opposed to that proposition; I am opposed to Congress
giving up its powers of regulating and having a supervisory
power over the eclection of United States Senators. Not that
this power will probably be exercised, but the fact that it is
known to exist would have a tendency to cause corrupt legisla-
tures, such as has been known to exist in many States in re-
cent years, to honestly and fairly provide for holding elections
for United States Senators.

I therefore shall vote in favor of thie amendment proposed by
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youxag], to retain to the
Congress of the United States the power to rezulate the man-
ner and time of holding elections for Senators. If you gentle-
men of the majority by your votes transfer this power from
Congress to the State legislatures, you will be held to account
by the American people. We are amending the Constitution so
as to take away from State legislatures the power of choos-
ing Senators because they have in many cases abused their
power. Now, the resolution of the gentleman from Missourl
[Mr. Rucker] proposes to give the legislatures additional
power a8 to the time, manner, and place of electing Senators
and to deprive the Congress of the United States of a rightful
supervision over this matter, a supervision which Congress
never has and never would abuse. You make a serious mistalke,
in my judgment, to vote down the amendment of the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. Youxe], thereby depriving Congress
of the rights it is now given in this regard by the Constitution.
However, I am for the resolution. I prefer it be amended as
above indicated, but, whether amended or not, I intend voting
for it and thus give to the people the right and power that they
demand—rightfully demand—being proud indeed of the honor to
cast my first vote in this Iouse in favor of so important a
matter, one that is so universally demanded and so universally
needed. This Government will never suffer by listening to
and granting the demands of the American people. [Applause.]

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan., Mr. Speaker, I yield seven minutes
to the gentleman from Minnesofa [Mr. Nye].

Mr. NYE, Mr. Speaker, there is but one question which secems
to be an issue. I belleve that history is a record of persistent
human advance, and that the movement of the American people
toward the exercise of more direet and more complete regulation
of legislation and of the election of their officers is coming and
will come to stay. I believe in this, I believe in the essential
thing in this resolution, the election of United States Senators
by the people. If {he people make mistakes, let them make
mistakes. The world is full of mistakes. TWe learn by making
mistnkes.

But we do touch upon a guestion which seems to me to be
gacred, the one that eliminates from the Constitution thie power
given to Congress to legislate as to the manner and time of the
election of Federal officers. Under that clause of the Constitu-
tion Congress has passed legislation. Back, I think, in 1872
such legislation was passed. I call attention of the House to
some of the statements or language of the Supreme Court of
the Unlted States while passing upon this legislation.

It is impossible In the time that I have to give any thorongh
consideration to these cases. The first one that I have in’ mind
is reported in 100 United States Reports, and is the case of Ex
Parte Slebold, a habeas corpus case, The other is reported in
110 United States, and is the case of Ex Parlte Yarbrough.
These cases involve the laws which were passed regulating
elections of Federal officers, Representatives, and Federal ofi-
cinls. I ecall attention to some of the Innguage used by Mr. Jus-
tice Miller in the case which I last mentioned, and I can, of
course, only read a small portion of the opinion; .

That o government whose cssentlal character s republican, whose
executive head and legislative body are both elective, whose most

numerous and powermf branch of the legislature is elected by the
people directly has no power by appropriate laws to secure this election



230

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Arrin 13,

from the influence of violence, of corruption, and of fraud is a propo-
sition so startling as to arrest attention and demand the gravest
consideration.

If this Government Is anything more than a mere nfgrcgatlon of dele-
gated agents of other States and governments, each of which is superior
to the General Government, it must have the power to protect the elec-
tiong on which its existence depends from violence and corruption.

If It has not this power, it is left helpless before the two great
natural and historical enemies of all republies—open violence and
insidious corruption * -

Will it be denied that it is in the power of that body [the Congress]
to provide laws for the proper conduct of those elections? To provide
if necessary, the officers who shall conduct them and make return o
the result? And especially to provide, in an election held under its
own authority, for security of life and limb to the voter while in the
exercise of this function? Can it be doubted that Congress can by law
protect the act of voting, the place where it Is done, and the man who
votes, from personal violence or intimldation and the election itself
from corruption and fraud?

If this be so, and It iz not doubted, are such powers annulled because
an election for State officers s held at the same time and place? Is It
any less Important that the clection of Members of Congress should be
the free choiee of all the electors because State officers are to be elected
at the same time?

These questions answer themselves; and it is only because the Con-
ress of the United States, through long habit and long years of for-
earance, has, in deference and respect to the States, refrained from

the exercise of these powers that they nre now doubted.

But when In pursuance of a new demand for action that body, as it
did in the cases just enumerated, finds il necessary to make additional
laws for the free, the pure, and the safe exercise of this right of voting,
they stand upon the same ground and sre to be upheld for the same
Teasons. * ¢ @

If this were conceded, the importance to the General Government of
having the actual election—the voting for those members—Ifree from
force and fraud is not diminished bg the circumstance that the qualifi-
cation of the voter is determined by the law of the Htate where he
votes. It equally affects the Government, it is as Indispensable to the
proper discharge of the great function of legislating for that Govern-
ment, that those who are to control this legislation shall not owe their
election to bribery or violence, whether the class of persons who shall
vote 1s determined by the law of the State or by law of the United
States or by their united result. * * =

In conclusion the court says:

If the Government of the United States has within its constitutional
domain no authority to provide against these evils, if the very sources
of power may be peisoned b{ corruption or controlled by violence and
outrage, withont legal restraint, then, indeed, is the couniry in danger,
and its best powers, its highest purposes, the hopes which it Inspires,
and the love which enshrines it, are at the mercy of the combinations
of those who respeet no right but brute force, on the one hand, and
unprincipled corruptionists on the other.

Mr. Speaker, this case and the other that I referred to deals
with legislation which was passed pursuant to this clause of
the Constitution which we have debated here this afternoon and
from both cases it would seem that the legislation rested wholly
and purely upon that clause, a clause which seems to me to be
sacred. I do not understand why gentlemen in the House want
to take this out of the Constitution, at least upon so hasty con-
sideration.

Can we afford to divest Congress of a constitutional power
which in its very nature is essential to the preservation of the
Nation? What emergencies may arise in the future we can not
tell, nor in what State or section nor at what time. But the
proyision is a wise one and was designed to provide against
any condition of lawlessness or corruption that might defeat or
tend to defeat honest elections of Federal officers,

We do not distrust the people of any State, as intimated by
gentlemen on the other side, but in matters of Federal su-
premacy our trust should be in all the people rather than a
part. I regard the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan
as esgential, because it leaves, as the framers of the Constitu-
tion intended, this necessary power with the whole people.
The amendment should be adopted. [Applaunse.]

AMr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norgis].

Mr. NORRIS., Mr. Speaker, there are involved in this pro-
posed amendment two propositions. The one providing for the
election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the people
is the first one. That. I think, practically every Member of the
House is in favor of, I regret that anyone should undertake to
gain, or to try to gain, any partisan advantage in the discussion
of this particular proposition. I have no desire to discuss it in
any partisan way whatever, but I want briefly to call the atten-
tion of my friends on the other side—those who undertook to
make political capital out of it when they were boasting of the
fact that the Republican Party had not seen fit to place this
amendment in the Constitution when they were in power in both
branches of the National Legislature—to the faet that when the
Democratic Party was likewise in power in both branches of
the Congress it likewise failed to put it in the Constitution or to
snbmit the amendment.

As I have said, this resolution to amend the Constitution
contains two separate and Independent propositions. The first
one, as I have mentioned, is the election of United States Sena-
tors by the direct vote of the people. The other ome is to
change section 4 of Article I of the Constitution by taking away

from Congress the power and the right to legislate in regard
to the election of United States Senators and give such control
entirely and exclusively to the several States. These two
changes in the Constitution are combined in this one resolution
to amend. Unless the resolution can be amended, we must ac-
cept both of these amendments or reject them both. They have
no connection with each other; they refer to separate parts of
the Constitution, and I can see no logical reason why they
should be combined in this way. The proposed amendment to
take this power to legislate in regard to senatorial elections
away from Congress and give it to the States has never re-
ceived, so far as I Know, the approval of any political party,
and has never been favored by any considerable portion of our
people. If we adopt the amendment to this resolution proposed
by the gentleman from Michigan, the effect of such amendinent
will be to take out of the resolution that part which proposes
to take this jurisdiction and power of legislation in regard to
sendatorial elections away from Congress. It will leave intact
the proposition to elect Senators by a direct vote of the people.
It is, in my judgment, to be very seriously regretted that the
gentlemen who have charge of this resolution have seen fit to
combine these two propositions into one. I am extremely anx-
fous, and I believe the country is extremely anxious, to change
the Constitution of the United States so as to provide for the
election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the people
themselves; but there are many citizens all over the country
who, while they favor the election of Senators by direct vote,
are conscientiously and unalterably opposed to the proposition
of taking away from Congress the right to control congressional
elections.

While, personally, I think it would be unywise to take this
power away from Congress, yet I do not regard it myself as
a serious proposition, and the greatest objection I have to
incorporating these two propositions together is that there is
great danger of deéfeating the main proposition by so doing.
You will give to some of the special interests throughout the
country who are opposed to electing Senators by a direct vote
an opportunity to get behind this other objection and thus defeat
what we are really trying to accomplish. Other men who seri-
ously object to this other change but yet honestly think we
ought to elect Senators by direct vote will be inclined to oppose
the adoption of the amendment because you have coupled on
to the proposition which they favor another proposition which
they condemn, and it will therefore lose many votes and much
of its force.

This resolution to become effective must be approved by the
legislatures of three-fourths of the States. If we are in earnest,
if we want to give the people of the country the right and the
opportunity to change the Constitution and provide for the elec-
tion of Senators by direct vote of the people, then let us in
good faith amend this resolution so that it will provide only
for the election of Senators by the direct vote of the people.
There wouldl be no doubt, in my judgment, of the approval of
this amendment by a sufficient number of the legislatures if
we would submit it in this simple form and not couple it up
with something that many people honestly and conscientiously
oppose. If you desire to submit an amendment on this addi-
tional change, then let it be a separate amendment. Let each
one stand on its own merits and then the legislatures can
choose both if they want to, but they will have the right to
reject one and accept the other. The danger is that this amend-
ment in its present form will fail because you have coupled
on with a popular and desirable proposition one that is not
demanded by the people and is condemned by a large nuinber
of people all through the country.

1 want also to call his attention to the fact that at the pres-
ent time, had the Democratic provision contained in the Demo-
eratic national platform been complied with by the Menibers
of the United States Senate belonging to the Democratic Party,
we would have the question now submitted to the legislatures
of the several States. ;

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I did not exactly understand,
Mr. Speaker. Is the gentleman making some assault on some
Democratic Senator?

Mr. NORRIS. No; Iamnot; T am simply answering a couple
of gentlemen over on that side of the House who undertook to
lay all the blame on the Republican Party because we had not
before had the election of United States Senators by direct vote,
and I want to say that, as a matter of fact, the men who are
against the election of United States Senators by direct vote
are in my party and they are in yours, and those who are in
favor of it are likewise in both parties, -

Under no circumstances do I want to impugn the motives of
any man regardless of lis politics on this question, and yot T
heard the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James] say in this
debate that he was almost brought to the conclusion that there
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was something ulterior in the motives of men who wanted to
amend this propesition, this resolution to change the Constitu-
tien, and I thought a complete answer to that would be that
for the same reason it might be said that we should be ready
to impugn your motives because you have two propositions to
amend in this resolution. You have eoupled with one that
everybody favors another one abouf which therc is a serious
dispute as to whether it ought to be adopted or not. Every-
body here is in favor, as far as I know, of the amendment pro-
viding for the election of Senators by direct vote of the people.

My, JAMES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NORRIS. In a moment. Why, then, for God's sake,
should you couple that proposition with another proposition
that men are divided on and that is going to control the votes
of many men on this proposition, not only here but before the
Tegislatures of the different States, and which may defeat the
whole thing? This amendment will have to be approved by
three-fourths of the legislatures, and you have coupled two
propositions together, one that is popular and everybody wants,
as I take it, and

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, NORRIS. Can T have a little more time?

Mr., YOUNG of Michigan. I can yield to the gentleman.

My, NORRIS. And you have coupled it with another propo-
sition which to me does not mean very mueh. I will favor the
resolution wlether the amendment of the gentleman from Michi-
gan is adopted or not, but there are men all over the United
States, consecientions and homest, who are going to oppose in
the legislatures of the States the approval of this amendment
unless you take out of it everything except the simple election
of United States Senators by the people.

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman states that all on that side favor
the election of Unifed States Senators by direct vote of the
people.

Mr. NORRIS. IfI said that, I will say all as far as I know.
I do nof know of any man who is against it on either side of
this House.

Mr. JAMES. Is not it true that the gentleman’s own politi-
cal party has never yet had the courage in national convention
to declare for it in any form?

Mr. NORRIS. That is true, but while your own political
party had the courage to put that in your platform, yet when
you had an opportunity in the United States Senate to redeem
that pledge to the people you failed to do it.

Mr. JAMES. No; that is not true.

Mr. NORRIS. I think it is.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That is a long time age, before
they commenced buying up legislatures.

Mr. NORRIS. I did not understand the gentleman.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I say it has been a long fime
since we had power in the United States Senate.

Mr. NORRIS. No; in the Iast Congress you had votes enough
on the Democratic side to submit this proposition if they had
all voted for it.

Mr. JAMES. Oh, no. /

Mr. NORRIS. I want to say I have not Iooked the record
up, but I think that is frue. If the Democrats had voted solidly
for this platform pledge, of which you boast, this proposition
would have passed last Congress.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. YWhy, certainly; of course.

Mr. NORRIS. I have favored the election of United States
Senators by direct vote of the people during all my publie lifa.
The evils of the present system are o great and so apparent
that it seems to me this change ought fo appeal to every reason-
able thinking citizen. Within, the observation of us all there
has always been whenever the time comes for the election of
United States Senators several State legislatures that have
devoted their entire session to the consideration of this one
subject alone, and very often without results. The State legis-
Iatures have duties to perform to their own States, and should
be able to give their undivided attention to the discussion
and the consideration of laws pertaining to their respective
States. Wherever, however, a United States Senator is to be
elected this question overshadows all other questions, and very
often prevents the legislature from giving consideration to and
passing the mecessary bills of which the States sometimes are
sorely in need. It is not an wnecommon thing for an entire ses-
sion of the legislature to be frittered away because of a dead-
lock on the question of the election of a United States Senator.
Needed legislation is forgotten. The real duties pertaining to
the membership are unperformed and not given proper consid-
eration on account of the election of the United States Senator.
The State laws are just as important fo the people as national
legislation, and often of more importance. Moreover, the pres-
ent system is not fair to the individual voter. He often finds it

impossible for him to express his choice at the ballot box as
between a candidate for United States Senator and a candidate
who represents his own ideas as to State laws and State regu-
Iation who is running for the State legislature.

The voter often is compelled to vote against a man for the
State legislature who agrees with him absolutely and entirely as
to his views regarding what Inws should be cnacted and put upon
the statute books in his State, because only by so voting can he
vote for a man who does agree with him as to who should
represent the State In the United States Senate. The citizen
must often surrender one conviction or the other and in such
case, if he would work and vote for the candidate who would
stand for his ideas of State government and State laws, he
must surrender his conviction and not only give up his choice
as to Unlted States Senator, but he must vote for a man whom
he knows will vote agninst his preference for United States
Senator.

We have reached a stage in the development of political and
gocial problems where great combinations of wealth have
often too much influence in the framing of laws and in the selec-
tion of public officials. Too often it has been disclosed, in the
history of the last 15 or 20 years, that money has taken too im-
portant a part in the control of the legislature when it comes
to the election of a United States Senator, until it had almost
become eommon knowledge among our people that no poor man
need apply. In other cases men have been elected to the Senate
through the legislature by trading patronage for legislative
votes. Members of the legislature who give their votes for the
sneceessful candidate have been rewarded by having dealt out to
them some fat politieal job, or if not to them directly, to some
of their closest friends. It is a question in my mind whether
an election econtrolled by patronage §s not a greater evil than
one which is contrelled directly by money. Both are wrong;
both ought to be eradicated, and both ought to be made im-
possible. The purchasing of an-office directly by money in some
respects at least is not as bad and not as much evil follows from
it as though the bargain and sale were made for a consideration
of official place and patronage. When the deal is made with
money, the contract is ended when the votes are delivered and
the person elected, but when the office is purchased by the
giving of patronage or position, then the Government very
likely secures the appointment of incompetent, if not dishonest,
men and so the taxpayers must pay in the end for the unholy
alliance,

I do not charge that these things have occurred often or fre-
quently, but there are none of us who can not eall to mind in
recent years or in recent days many illustrations of this kind.
During the present winter several legislatures frittered away
the entire legislative session in senatorial deadlock. In some
instances there has been no charge, either direct or indirect,
of any dishonesty or anything wrong. Men simply disagreed as
to who should be their Senator. In other cases the newspapers
have been filled with charges of all kinds, where it has been
openly charged that money has been offered and refused, and
in other cases where positions of heonor, profit, and trust in
official place have been offered in return for political votes, and
in one of the great Stafes of the Unlon the disclosures have
been so remarkable and have shown suoch a disgraceful and
dishonorable condition of barter and sale that it must bring
the blush of shame to the countenance of every honest, patri-
otie citizen.

If Senators were elected by a direct vote of the people, these
things could not cecur. In a government founded upon the con-
sent of the governed the largest possible participation in gov-
ernmental affairs on the part of the people themselves is to be
desired. It has been argned in the past by those who have
opposed this amendment that the people themselves are not as
well qualified to elect a Senator as are the members of the
State legislatures. I am confident that the past history of our
senatorial elections has demonstrated that this is an crror. I
do not expect the change to bring about perfection; that can
not come fto any government composed of mortal men. Mis-
takes will be made by the people, but if it is the people’s gov-
ernment and they desire to select thelr officinls and make mis-
takes, they themselves will be responsible. They will un-
doubtedly profit by whatever mistakes they may make. In aid-
dition to this, this new responsibility placed upon the shoulders
of the citizens will have a tendency to inerease the intelligence
and the interest that people gemerally will take in these elec-
tions. When you place a new responsibility upon an intelligent
and honest man, he does the best he can to prepare himeelf
for the proper performance of his new duty, to intelligently
inform himself as to the best way he can perform his addi-
tional responsibility. There is no doubt buf what the citizen-
ship of our country generally are dissatisfied with the present
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method of seélecting United States Senators. They have seen
too many cages where the will of the people has been abso-
lutely nullified and where special interests and wealthy combi-
nations have succeeded in absolutely naming the United States
Senator.

The Senate of the United States is one of the highest and
most honorable tribunals in the eivilized world. I have great
respect for its membership. It has to-day upon its roll some of
our greatest statesmen, our ablest men, our most patriotie citi-
zens., The history of our country shows that liberty and free-
dom have had many able defenders in this forum. This change
of ¢lecting them by the people will not detract from the ability
of the Senate. It will relieve it, however, of all suspicion of
being too far removed from the people thiemselves and of all
charge of its Members being too often elected by the illegal use
of money and political patronage. It will prevent the election
to the United States Senate of some Members who have not
honored it in the past and who could under no circumstances be
elected to the Senate if the entire citizenship had a voice in the
settlement of the question.

This change is demanded by almost a unanimous sentiment
of well-meaning and patriotic people. Our forefathers, in fram-
ing the Constitution, were not confronted with many of the
great questions that confront us to-day. They were not ealled
upon then to make any laws in regard to great railroads and
transportation companies, because in those days there were no
railronds. Neither were they called upon to consider the ques-
tion of great combinations of ecapital and wealth, because in
that day there was nothing similar to the great combinations
that have grown up under modern conditions. A great many
other dissimilarities between the conditions then and now might
be mentioned. It is but reasonable for us to recognize what is
recognized by all the people—that these great corporations and
combinations have too much of a voice in modern legislation.
Their activities in politics and in legislation have created preju-
dice against them that, in gome instances perhaps, goes too far.
But there can be no doubt but what their activities in legisla-
tion in many cases have resulted in laws that gave them an
unfair advantage over the ordinary person.

This is a step toward placing the real government in the
hands of the people themselves. It is upon the citizens that we
depend for stability as a government. It is upon the patriotie,
common, industrions people of our country that our Government
must always lean in time of danger and distress. To this class
of people, then, we should give the right to control by direct
election the selection of our public officials and to permit each
citizen who is a part of the sinew al backbone of our Govern-
ment in time of danger to exercise his influence by direct vote
in time of peace.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman from Mis-
gourl use a little of his time now?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I.desire to yleld
five minutes to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. O'SHAU-
NESSY].

Mr., O'SHAUNESSY., Mr. Speaker, I wish I could say to-day
that I represented the Legislature of Rhode Island, but I feel
confident in saying that I represent the people of Ithode Island
in giving my advocacy and vote to the proposed amendment
directing the election of United States Senators by direct vote
of the people. It may seem strange for me to say that I do not
represent the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island, but to
you it will be made very plain when I state that the legislature
of that State does not represent the people of the State. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] Rhode Island unfortunately is
one of those distinet cases to which we ecan point unerringly as
a victim of archaie laws and a moribund constitution. And I
am gratified that the Democracy is in power in this House, in
order that we may take a short cut across lots in Ithode Island
and give to the people the power to vote for United States
Senators, and in that way help them materially to an enjoy-
ment of liberties which have been suppressed by moth-eaten
charters. [Applause on the Democratic side.] To-day in the
State of Rhode Island they are battling for an enlarged fran-
chise, which is to my mind a convertible term for an enlarged
freedom. I can better illustrate it by telling you that the city
of Providence, with a population of 225,000 people and a guali-
fied electorate of 29,030, is represented in the State senate of
Rhode Island by one member, and that anothier section of the
population, containing 40,308 people and 5,620 qualified voters,
is represented in the same senate by 20 senators. You can
easily see the disproportion; and you can easily recognize
how derelict I would be in my duty if I did not say something
for poor, downtrodden Ithode Island to-day. [Applause on
the Democratic side.] And it is that condition,-and it is
that frightful misrepresentation, a minority of the people,

a fraction, practically, of the people, represented in the legis-
lature through a rotten borough system, that sent for so many
years to the United States the gentleman who gave the Demo-
cratic Party its great opportunity when he wrote into the
laws the odius and malodorous Payne-Aldrich tariff law. [Ap-
planse on the Democratic side.] We can take virtue from
that condition, and we can exercise a little joy in the thought
that the gentleman misrepresenting the State of Rhode Island
in the United States Senate did not represent the people of the
State of Rhode Island, but did represent only a poor fraction
or minority of them.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
question?

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. I will.

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman has spoken of the
inequality of representation in the Rhode Island Tegislature.
Would the gentleman favor an amendment to the Constitution
of the United States which would only give IRRhode Island a
representation in the Senate of the United States to which it is
entitled by its population? [Applause on the RepubHean side.]

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY, I would net; and I will say to the
gentleman from Michigan that that is a sort of threadbare
argument down my way and they have been harping on it for
a century. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

I want to eay, Mr. Spenker, that I am very much, pro-
foundly, in fact, in favor of this amendment to the Constitution
of the United States. I believe that it will do away with the
contest of moneybags. T believe it will restore the representa-
tion of the people to where it belongs.

The SPEAKER., The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. I want but one minute more.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, I will yield to the gentleman
one minute more.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. In the opportunity given to me to-day
I wish to emphasize my thorough accord with an enlarged
franchise. I wish to emphasize my thorough accord with the
principle that the people should rule; and if there is any place
in this whole country where that opportunity is awaited more
impatiently than in another it is in the litile State of Rliode
Island. I ean say, possibly with some sorrow for my brethren
on the Republican side of the House, that once we get this
amendment to the Constitution and once we have the popular
eléction of Senators in the State of Rhiode Island I believe
firmly, just as sure as I am standing here, that we shall have
two Democratic Senators representing that State. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min-
utes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr., SAuNDERS].

Mr. SAUNDERS, Mr. Speaker, the most interesting feature
of this debate is the evidence which it affords of the growth
of a democratic idea whose evolution has been continuously
and pertinaciously opposed, by the reactionary thought of this
country.

I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to undertake to disecuss at this
time the conditions, and underlying reasons which have brought
about the great change in the popular attitude toward the
election of Senators by the people. It is well understood that
the country favors this principle. Henee the unanimity with
which the gentlemen on the minority side bhave come forward
to commit themselves to its support. But after declaring them-
selves in favor of the principle, they find a stumbling block in
the way of supporting the pending bill, in the fact that the pro-
posed amendment does not confiain the present provision of the
Constitution relating to the time, the place, and the manner of
holding elections. They seem to apprehend danger in that
portion of the joint resolution which gives to the respective
States the right to control the time, place, and manner of hold-
ing the elections contemplated by the amendment,

1 wish to disenss briefly this ground of objection, and to show
why in my juodgment the power to control the time, place, and
manner of holding these elections should he given to the States.
Some gentlemen say that when you take away this power from
ihe Congress, you will impair the -symmetry of the Constitu-
tlon. Whenever you engraft upon the Congtitution the prin-
ciple of electing Senators by the people, you will thereby so im-
pair the symmetry of the instrument as it came from the erafts-
men who provided with such ecare against the popular selection
of these officials that the additional Impairment involved in
extending to the States the right fo control their election may
well be overlooked. But why do I contend that this feature of
the Constitution relative to the control of Congress over the
time and manner of holding elections should be eliminated from
that instrument? For this very suflicient reason, Mr. Spenker,
that no one has ever been able to ascertain the extent of the

Will the gentleman yield for a
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power conferred by the present language upon the Congress of
the United States.

It has been suggested that this language was inserted to en-
able the Congress of the United States—that is the Federal Goy-
ernment—to preserve itself in time of emergency. But, Mr.
Speaker, I desire to say, that in time of stress, when the exist-
cnce of a nation is at stake, the people of that nation do those
things that are necessary and vital to protect themselves, and
to preserve their integrity as a nation, without regard to the
limitations of a written constitution.

Mr, KOPP, Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin?

Mr. SAUNDERS. 1 do.

Mr. KOPP. Does the gentleman know of any reason why
the Senate should releage the supervisory control of elections
and the House of Representatives should retain it?

Mr. SAUNDERS. . None whatever.

Mr. KOPP. Then why is this not made at least symmetrical
in that respect, and why not strike out the whole provision?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Simply because it would not be appro-
priate in this connection. We are now dealing with the popular
election of Scnators only, but there is nmo reason why in the
proper manncr and at the proper time the same power of control
should not be extended to the States in respect of the election of
Meribers of the House of Representatives.

Dut, Mr. Speaker, if there is no occasion to retain the pres-
ent language of the Constitution, on the ground that it is
necessary for the vital existence of the Republic, then we ought
not to retain in our organie law any language which is not sus-
ceptible of definite ascertainment and positive meaning,

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to
the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman from
Illinois.

Mr. MANN. If we do not know what the language means,
nnd the purpose is to correct the Constitution in that respect,
why not at the same time strike out the same provision in ref-
erence to the election of Members of this House?

Mr. SAUNDERS., Inasmuch as this amendment relates to
the election of Senators, the language used is pertinent and ger-
mane, but it would be inappropriate in this connection to under-
take to strike out the provision of the Constitution reélating to
the control of Congress over the election of Members of the
House. Personally T have no objection to such action being
taken, and would be glad to see it done at the proper time.
I hope this answers the gentleman’s question,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask two minutes more
of the gentleman from Missourl.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. So many gentlemen are asking
for time, Mr. Speaker, that I will have to limit the gentleman
to one minute,

Mr. SAUNDERS. So many questions have been asked me,
that the answers have consumed a large portion of my time.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will give the gentleman from
Virginia two minutes.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I wish to
sny that that which is unknown is always terrifying, and to
retain in a written instrument langunge which does not convey
a precise and definite authority is to retain that which will be a
Jurking element of danger. In the history of our Government,
in all our times of stress, the time has never yet arrived when
the statesmen of the country have been able to ascertain what
this language means, or to enact any legislation under its au-
thority. Looking down the vista of time, I can not see that the
retention of this provision in the organic law in relation to the
election of Senators is in any wise necessary for the preservation
of our liberties, or rights, or for the promotion of the national
safety.

For whnat purpose, may I ask those gentlemen who insist
upon its retention—for what purpose should this vague and
indefinite power of control over State elections, be retained in
the hands of Congress? There 18 no question of partisan politics
involved. If the Constitution, is changed in this respect, the
change will enlarge the power of all the States alike. Tt will
not afford an exelusive, or dangerous power to any section of
the United States,

There is no portion of our common country that is inter-
ested In the retention of {his indefinite power by Congress.
This fact I call to the attention of the gentlemen who profess
to favor the general principle of popular election of Senators
but oppose the present bill, merely because one of its provisions
gives to the States a power which they should have had from the

flimsy and unsubstantial,

beginning. They are ready to imperil the principle which they
profess to be willing to support, on a ground which is palpably
No gentleman in this debate has
undertnken to define, or to declare the extent of the power
which it is supposed that Congress now enjoys over the time
and manner of holding elections to elect the Members of this
House. The Congress of the United States to-day enjoys no
control over the place of holding the clections. It possesses a
power, over the time and manner only, which no expositor of
the Constitution has ever been able to fix in any precise terms.
This bill should pass in the form in which it was reported. The
people have demanded this reform, and the enactment of this
law in terms that ean not be misunderstood, and the response to
that demand should be its passage by a unanimous vote of this
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT].

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I think gentlemen on that side
of the aisle are alarming themselves unduly over the effect of
the modification of the paragraph of the Constitution to which
so much reference has been made. I frankly state that I should
not vote againgt this proposition if the proposed modification
was not contained in the resolution; but I do prefer that it
should be contained therein. And what, in common reason,
may I ask, Mr. Speaker, ean be the objection to retaining it?
What is this resolution itself? It is but the expression of a
confidence in the judgment, the wisdom, and the patriotism of
the people of the States. If the people can be trusted to elect
their Senators, miny they not be trusted to regulate the manner
and the time of choosing the Senators?

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Caxxox], in addressing the
Chamber this morning, referred to what he himself declared fo
be an extreme case, that of a State seceding, and asked how the
Federal Government could preserve and perpetuate its organi-
zation under such a condition as that. Mr. Speaker, there was
a time when many States seceded. The Federal Government at
that time possessed this power. - Did it preserve its power and
its prestige by regulating the election of Senators in the States
under the power that it then possessed? O, no; it preserved
its power and its prestige by force and arms, just as it will have
to do again should such a condition arise. The leaving of that
power in the Congress of the United States will not aid in pre-
serving the power of the Government under such condifions as
that. It is consistent with the thought that underlies this
amendment, in that it is adding to the power of the people of
the States; and, as I have said, being not only willing but
anxious to give to the people of the States the power which they
demand, of acting direetly upon those who shall represent the
States in the coordinate legislative branch of the Government, T
am willing to go still further and say that if they are eapable of
doing that they certainly are eapable of denling patriotically and
wisely with the question of the manner and the time of choos-
ing those officers, [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. RUCKELR of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman
from Michigan if he will consume the balance of his time? As
far as I know, there will be only one more speaker ou this side.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the Chair state how much
time we have left on each side?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michizan has 47 min-
utes and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Ruckekr] has 42
minutes remaining. =

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Rhode Island [Mr. Urrer].

Mr. UT'TER. Mr. Speaker, T hardly expected that the neces-
sity would arise to-day to defend Rhode Island, and T am glad
to say that Rhode Island does not need any defense. When
the opportunity arises for this House to consider Rhode Ishnl
under the state of the Union, Rhode Island will be found mak-
ing a favorable report. [Applause.] I do think it is proper fox
me to say, however, that though T have been a resident of the
State of Rhode Island for half a century, and my colleague from
that State [Mr. O'SuavuNessyY] has been a resident of the Stin:e
for a little less than four years, 1 doubt if he is any more ready
to leave the State to-day than I am. Indeed, both of us intend
to stay. [Applause.]

The resolution which we have before us to-day provides for
two things., This Congress has put upon it two duties. The
first Is the duty of providing a way by which the people ean
express their opinions in amending their Constitution; the see-
ond is the duty of doing that in such a form that the people can
pass upon that amendment in a clear and understanding
manner,

This resolution proposes two things: The first is open amd
frank; it proposes to give to the people of the various States
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the right to cleet their Senators by direet vote. It proposes,
in the second place, a thing that is not open, a thing that is
not frank, and that is to change the Constitution in sueh a way
as to rob Congress of the right to proteet itself. [Applause.]

I have heard nothing here on either side of criticism of the
first open and frank proposition. Members on both sides, al-
most nnanimously, have stated that they believed in the election
of United States Senators by the people. The only criticism
that has come has been criticism of submitting to the people
go important o change in such a manner that they can not pass
upon one change without also passing upon another.

Mr. Speaker, I have been listening as a new ‘Member, and I
have been plensed by the remarks made by members of the
majority that they wanted to play falr. If you want to play
fair as a body, play fair by placing before the people the reso-
Intion of amendment in such a form that they can understand
it and vote on the prime purpose, and not be held back by a
secondary amendment. I therefore ask you to accept the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youxmal,
and having accepted the amendment to ratify the resolution and
ratify it practieally unanimously. As the gentleman from Ili-
nois has well eaid, while the people of the United States have
plainly asked for the privilege of electing Senators by the votes
of the people of the several States, they have not and will not
demand that the Senate and the House of Representatives yield
their power to protect themselves. Therefore, in order to pro-
tect ourselves as we legislate for the great American people, we
should adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Michigan, and then unanimously pass the constitutional amend-
ment asked for by the people. [Applause.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask
if the gentleman from Michigan understands that there is but
one more speech to be made on this side?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I so understood the gentleman.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I expected to yield to a gentle-
man whom I supposed had changed his mind. I now under-
stand differently, and I will yield to him now.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Very well. .

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT].

Mr, BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I can nothope to add anything
to this discussion. I am in. favor of the resolution ns it comes
from the committee. It is the same resolution that has been
passed by this House and which for three times the House has
almost unanimously voted, both Republican and Democratie,
when the House was overwhelmingly Republican. Itis the same
resolution that the Judielary Committee of the Sennte reported,
word for word, unanimounsly at the Iast session. It is the same
resolution—in fact, it contains the same language—that would
have passed the Senate and been now the law upon the statute
book—submitting to the people of the United States the great
ehange in our Constitution which the people have demanded,
which the Demoeratic Party in its platform and pledges have
for years demanded—had not the enemies of the resolution in
ihe United States Senate injected into the resolution an amend-
ment which is now offered on the floor of this House to nccom-
plish the same purpose, the defeat of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, if we can submit to the people of the States of
this Union this resolution, amended ns is proposed, we take
away from them the right to preseribe the qunlifications of
voters in the election of Senators and destroy the form of gov-
ernment that was intended by the fathers—a union of States,
and not a consolidated confederate empire, simply an empire
with provinces. Those of us who belleve in local self-govern-
ment ought net to be asked to give into the hands of Congress
expressly the power to invade the States and regulate the fran-
chises of their eitizens and the manner of holding their elections.

While I heartily approve of the election of United States
Senators by the . people, I can not support the proposition that
Congress shall have the power to rezulate and supervise these
elections in the States; and if the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Michigan shall be adopted I can not support
the resolution.

I have stated that the amendment offered here is the same as
that proposed in the Senate. I find it is the exact amendment
which, beinz adopted in the Senate, accomplished the defeat of
the resolution in the Senate at the last session, which was as
follows:

Senate jolnt resolution 1354,

Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. SurmEntaxp to the jolnt
resolution (8. J. Res. 134) proposing an amendment to the Comstitu-
tion providing that Senators shall ‘be eclected by -the people of the
several States, viz:

On page 1, line 7, after the word ' vacancy,” strike out the words
“and in lew of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of sald Article I, in so
far as the same relates to any nuthnﬂtty in Congress to make or alter
regulations as to the times or manner of holding elections for Senator.”

And on page 2 strike out, In lnes 90, 10, and 11, the words *‘The
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall be as
preseribed in each State by the legislature thereofl”

T recall that there have been times, Mr. Speaker, when the
Congress of the United States hias endeavored, with reference
to the election of Representatives in Congress and other matters
that affected certain sections of this country, to pass stringent,
violent, and forceful laws. In many cases it took the decision
of the Supreme Court of the United States to decide that those
laws were unconstitutional, and the question as to whether
Congress can invade the States and regulate the election even
of Representatives is one of some doubt, Decause the cases
decided by the Supreme Court were not decided by o unanimous
court, but by a bare majority of the court. In a case to which
I desire to allude, and which I hold in my hand, the Supreme
Court decided that the State of Michizan had a right to pre-
scribe the manner of holding the election far electors for I’resi-
dent, The State of Michizan preseribed for this election of
clectors for President by congressional distriets.

That was the case of McPherson v, Blocker (146 T. S. Repts.,
p. 1), in which the court decided:

Under the Constitution the legislatures of the several States have
exclusive power to dircet the manner In which the clectors of Iresi-
dent and Viep I'resident shall be appointed.

Such nppointment may be made by the legislatures directly or by
Populn: vote In districts or by general ticket, as may be provided by the
egislatures.

In the same case, and in many others, cited in this case, the
court deelides that the right to vote in the States comes from
the States: and that the right to vote intended to be protected
by the fourteenth and fiffeenth amendments pefers to the right
to vote as established by the laws and constitutions of the
States.

Surely, if we can leave to the States the right to determine
who shall vote for the Chief Executive, we can and should
not depart from that safe and sound constitutional rule in the
election of Senators. The great end in view sought to be ob-
tained by this resolution, and which has been so constantly
demanded by the people, is not that the Congress shall regulate
the election of Senators by invading the rights of the States
and loeal self-government, but that the qualified voters of the
States, qualified as such by the Iaws and requirements pre-
seribed by the State legislatures, shall have the right to choose
direetly United States Senators, and that power shall be no
longer lodged in the legislatures of the States.

Quoting from Mr. Jefferson:

The Senate was intended as a check on the will of the Representa-
tives when too hasty; they arc not only that, but completely so on the
will of the people also; and in my oplnion are heaping coals of fire
not only on their persons, but on. thelr hody as a Emnch of the
legislature. It scems that the opinlon i3 fairly launched into public
that they should be placed under the control of a more uent recur-
rence to the will of their constituents. This seems requisite to com-
plete the esperiment, whether they do more harm or good. Mischief
may be done negatively as well as positively. Of this the Senate has
furnished many proofs. :

I do not know whether this was true at the time when Mr.
Jefferson wrote these words, but we do know that in more recent
years the action of the Senate on many important guestions
has been such that the demand has econstanily grown that
the manner of clecting United States Senators shall be changed.
And I trust that the day is not far distant when this demand
of the people shall be complied with. The passnge of this
resolution by Congress will bring to the people a realization of
thelr hopes, so long deferred. [Applause.]

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, FArr].

Mr. FARR. DMr. Speaker, it was my purpose to offer an
amendment to Iine 4, page 2, to Insert after the word “the”
the following words, “'direct vote of the”; but I yield my time
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manx], who contemplates
offering some amendments, one of which will cover the point
I have in view. I shall take this opportunity, however, to say
that the people of the district T have the lionor to represent—
Seranton, Pa., and Lackawanna County—are very generally in
favor of United States Senators being elected by the direet
votes of the people, and, in accordance with their wishes and
my own convictions, I shall cheerfully vote in favor of an
amendment to the Constitution fo give the people that privilege.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan., Mr, Speaker, I yleld five minutes
ta the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Coorerl].

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, it has seemed fo me from the
discussion this afternoon that there is licre more or less mis-
apprehension as to the law; and, with due deference to the dis-
tingnished gentlemen who entertain views different from my
own, I desire to state the law as I understand it. The right to
vote is not a Federal right. It does not eome from the Constitu-
tion of the United States, Under the Constitution cach State
has always had the sole power to prescribe the quallfications of
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its electors. The pending amendment leaves this power un-
changed, and under it the States would still have the right to
say what shall be the qualifications of those who are to vote for
United States Senators. Those qualifications this amendment
prescribes shall be the qualifications of electors for the lower
branch of the respective State legislatures,

All that the Federal Constitution does by the fifteenth amend-
ment, to which reference has been frequently made, is to guar-
antee that a certain kind of diserimination therein specified
shall not be practiced by the States. The right of suffrage
itself, the qualifications of electors, comes from the State stat-
ute. Here is the fifteenth amendment:

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied
or abridged by the United States or by any State on accotint of race,
color, or previous condition of servitude.

The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate
legixlation.

Now, if the proposed amendment shall become a part of the
Constitution, then when a State has fixed the qualifieations of
the citizens who can vote for members of the lower branch of
the State legislature, those citizens will be the persons who can
vote for United States Senators. If any State should pass a
law declaring that white citizens could vote for United States
Senators, but that colored citizens could not, the Supreme Court,
of course, would pronounce such a law unconstitutional,

While I would prefer that this amendment, in order that it
might have been insured passage by the requisite number of
States, should not contain the provision it does contain nullify-
ing part of paragraph 4 of section 1, nevertheless I am unable to
see such possible harm to come as has been talked about so
frequently and so forcefully here to-day. There is now a
Federal statute which would punish any conspiracy of election
commissioners or other persons in a State who should under-
take, in violation of the fifteenth amendment, to deprive quali-
fied electors of the State of their right to vote.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan, I yield one minute more to the
gentleman.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I have not time
to amplify this,

There is another phase of the question about which I wish
to say a word. I lhope gentlemen appreciate my pleasure on
lhearing distinguished Republicans rise on this floor to-day and
in exultant tones proclaim that there is unanimity among Re-
publicand everywhere as to the wisdom of having United States
Senators elected by the people. But, Mr. Speaker, it was not
always so. I had the honor on behalf of the State of Wiscon-
sin in the Republican national convention of 1008 to present a
plank calling for the election of United States Senators by the
people. It received 114 votes out of a total of more than 900.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

I remember that a distinguished Republican, the chairman of
the committee on resolutions, Mr. Hopkins, then United States
Senator from the State of Illinois, denounced that plank and
rejoiced when Republicans repudiated it. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] I cite this at this time only to remind the
House that, in the language of the Rev. John Jasper, of Rich-
mond, Va., “The world do move.” [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does the gentleman desire more
time?

Mr, COOPER. I would like a minute more,

Mr., RUCKER of Missouri. In order to have this matter
fully, fairly, and freely discussed, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman. [Applause on the Demoeratic side.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog-
nized for 10 minutes additional.

Mr. COOPER. I am under very great oblications to the
gentleman from Missouri. I appreciate the disinterestedness
of his motives. [Laughter and applause.] Not for the world
would he see any trouble on this side of the Chamber! [Laugh-
ter and applause.] But I shall not sny another word about the
Chicago convention. [Laughfer.] Nor shall T proceed any
further to elaborate upon the law

Mr. HAYES, Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. COOPER. I do.

Mr. HAYES. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not
think that the resolution as proposed by the majority, if it
should be submitted to the people of the severanl States and
receive their approval, would not nullify a portion of the fif-
teenth amendment to which the gentleman has referred?

Mr. COOPER. T do not at all think so.

Mr. HAYES. The last expression of the popular will, the
gentleman thinks, would not control?

Mr. COOPER. It would not nullify any part of the fifteenth
amendment.

Mr, HAYES. T think it would.

Mr. COOPER. Just a moment. My contention is this: That
the right guaranteed to every voter in the United States by the
Constitution of the United States is that the State of which
he is a citizen shall not diseriminate against him as a voter on
account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.
There is nothing in the Federal Constitution to prevent a State
from fixing a property gqualification for the suffrage and saying
that no man not possessed of $50,000 worth of property should
have the right to vote. No Stale ought to pass a law of that
kind; but any State might pass such a law unless its own Stafe
constitution would prevent. The Federal Constitution would
permit the State of the distinguished gentleman from Califor-
nia to enact a statute providing that only citizens worth $50,000
might vote, but therenpon the fifteenth amendment would guar-
antee every citizen of that State worth $50,000 the right to
vote whether he were white or colored.

The qualifications of electors are fixed by the State statutes,
and the Constitution guarantees, let me repeat, that there shall
be no diserimination between citizen voters because of race,
color, or previous condition of servitude. This right being
guaranteed by the Constitution, the United States, as a sovereign
Nation, has the power to pass a law which shall protect that
right and punish those who violate it. Congress has already
enacted such a law-—section 5508 of the Revised Statutes:

If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or In-
timidate any citizen in the free exercise and enjoyment of any 1'|%ht
or privilege granted to him by the Constitution or the laws of the
United States, etc., ®* * * he ghall be punlshed, cte.

That is broad enough to cover violations of the provisions of
the fourteenth or fifteenth amendments, It could be made
specifically to cover cases coming under the fifteenth amend-
ment. And it could be amended——

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield
to the gentleman from California?

Mr. COOPER. In just a moment. Now, there is in this con-
nection another subject to which we as Republicans ought to
direct our attention. As a Republican born and bred, reared in
a Republican atmosphere, coming from among a people who con-
ducted stations of the underground railroad to help men and
women to liberty, I greatly deplore the fact that in certain
portions of the Republic citizens are disfranchised by statute
practically, and only because of their color. Every disfran-
chisement, as I understand it, is under a statute.

Mr. BARTLETT. Under the constitution of the State.

Mr, COOPER. TUnder the constitution of the State, and those
statutes have been taken—the “ grandfather” statute and oth-
ers—to the Supreme Court of the United States and declared to
be constitutional.

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER. There are a good many phases of this ques-
tion, But I do not believe—

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Alr.
Coorer] yleld to the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayrs] ?

Mr. COOPER., In just a moment. As I said, this resolution
would have been more certain of receiving the support of the
requisite number of States if it had been drawn somewlat dif-
ferently, but if it should pass in this form I do not believe that
the rights of any citizen would be jeopardized. And the men
who believe in the election of United States Senators by direct
vote of the people ought not to jeopardize the necessary two-
thirds vote by voting against the resolution in its original form
if it becomes necessary to vote upon that naked proposition.
There are good men here who belleve the resolution as presented
is dangerous; but there are bad men, cunning men throughout
the country who want this resolution defeated at all hazards.
[Applause.] No mere technicality conjured up here should suf-
fice to defeat a thing so vital to the welfare of the Republic,

One of the gentlemen said that when our forefathers enacted
the Constitution conditions were not as they are to-day. That
is true. There is to-day such a concentration of wealth and
power—ofiten of dangerously corrupting influences—around
State legislatures as our forefathers never dreamed of, as the
world never imagined until within the last 40 years. Therefore
this amendment ought to pass, and will pass, in some form or
other, I sincerely hope. I shall vote for the amendment pro-
posed, and if that does not pass then I shall vote for the
original resolution.

Now, I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. HAvES].

Mr. HAYES. I wish to ask the gentleman if he has not failed
to discriminate between the amendment to the Constitution
which controls the Congress of the United States and the
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statute passed by Congress which a majority of both Houses
may repeal at any time?

Mr. COOPER. Not at all. And the gentleman fails to see
the point which T attempted to make, which is, that this
amendment leaves awvith the States the right to fix the qualifica-
tions of the electoers.

AMr. HAYES. Surely; but it takes away from the Congress
of the United States the right to supervise the election of
Henators and to regulate the manner in which they shall be
clected, which it has at present under the Constitution,

Mr. COOPER. We have not the right to-day to fix the
qualifientions of electors. The gentleman is entirely mistaken.
‘We Liave never had that tight under the Constitution.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr., COOPER. Congress never had the right to fix the guali-
fications of the electors of the States. [Applause.]

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr., Spenker, I now yield 15
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Maxx~].

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendments,
which I send fo the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amnnd page 2, line 4,' Ly inserting after the word “ by "' the foHow-

dng: “A direct vote of) !
Amend page 2, 1ines T and B, by st:;n:lug out the word * legislatures”

and inserting the werd * leglea-ture.’

Amend page 2, line 15, by striking out the words “that the legls-
lature of any State may emposver,” and on line 16, striking out the
word “to™ and inserting in licu thereof the word * shall.”

Amend on page 2, Hne 18, by striking out the svords “so” and * ns.”

AMr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, this House has on a number of
oceasions in the past passed a joint resolution providing for a
direct vote on the election -of Senators. So far as I remember, T
have never voted for that resolution., I shall not vote for this
resolution.

1 am not prepared to say whether, in my own judgment, Sen-
ators should be elected by a direct vote or by the method now
provided by the Constitution. But I think I am able to see far
enough into the future to see that if it shal be provided that
Senntors shall be c¢lected by a direct vote of the people of the
variens Btates it is but the beginning of the end of State sov-
ereignty, of the sovereign rights of a 8tate, or the powers of a
State, ans they now exist, over local matiers,

The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. O'SHATUNEsSSY] 0
moment agé complained of the constitution and laws of his
State, which give to one district with a small popnlation the
same representation in the sennte of that State that the city of
Providence has, with n population of more than 200,000, So
Jong as e have maintained the principle that the Senators
were delegates of the State, elected by the legislatures of the
State, we could well elaim that each State shonld have the
same representation.

But the very reason that causes the gentleman from Rhode
Island to refer with invective to the laws of his State which
take away egual representation will, in the course of a few
years, when the Senators are elected by the Bintes by direct
vote of the people, canuse the great State of New York, the great
State of Iliinois, aye, the people of the great country in which
we live, to say, *“There i8 no reason why a man in Rhode
Island voting for a United States Senator should be the equal
of 20 men in the State of New York.”

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MANN. T will not yield at this time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman refuses to yield.

Mr., MANN. It is the logic of events, Mr. Speaker, which
contrels us in the long Tun., And there is nothing so inexor-
able as the logic of events. We think now that if we change
the methed of electing Senators and provide that they shall be
clected by a direct vote of the people we do not change the
theory of the Constitntion. Aye, but we do, and when but a
short time goes on—It may be shorter or longer—the people
will gay that it js unfair to have rotten boronghs in States, as
the gentleman from Rhode Island would say they have rotten
boroughs in Rhede Island. TFor many years in England mem-
bers of Parlinment were elected from rotten boroughs, without
population to speak of, but having the same power nnd the same
influence that those members had who came from great cen-
ters of population, representing great numbers of people.

Now, so far as T am concerned, I am yet undecided in my own
mind as to Low far the present tendency of evenis onght to
proceed in the abolition of the powers and fhe rights of the
States.

Tader the commerce clause of the Constitution we have
alrendy largely deprived the States of thelr powers, and as in
business we meet the commercial affairs of the country we are

constantly importuned on every side to add to the powers of
the General Government and to take away the powers of the
local governments. T do not undertake to say which is the
proper course, but so long as I have been in this legislative
bedy I hanve endeavored to maintain the rights of the States as
originally contemplated, believing that if the time came when
‘State lines should be practically abelished, it ought to be done
with knowledge and by the direct representation and mandate
of the people, instead of being done indirectly.

Mr. Speaker, one of the greatest benefits which the citizens
«of our couniry enjoy is the right of local self-government. I do
not wish to be a party in any degree to the taking away from
the people of the right of local self-government.

Nosv, Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to discuss the merits
of this proposition to any extent; forced upon us in the way that
it has been, without a fair chance to consider it

Mr, COOPER. Mr. Speaker——

Mr, MANN. T hope the gentleman will not interrupt me at
present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman refuses to yield.

Mr. MANN. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman later.
When I say that this proposition has been forced npon uns in
the svay that it has been, without a fair chance to conslder it,
I do not mean merely the opportunity to talk about it on the
floor of the House. I mean the opportunity to offer amerd-
ments, the chance to renlly consider the proposition. In the
last Congress the distinguished gentleman from Missourl [Mr.
Iroyn], the colleague of the distinguished gentleman from Mis-
sourl [Mr. Ruorer], introduced a resolution on this subject.
There had been many resolutions passed before it. In the
Fifty-fourth Congress, in the Fifty-fifth Congress, in the Fifty-
sixth Congress, in the Fifty-seventh Congress a resolution had
been passed providing for the direct election of Senators. A
Tesolution similar to those four which had previously passed
was introduced in the last Congress by the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Lroyp] and reported favorably from the com-
mittee, though never passed through the House. The gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] iuntroduced on April 4, the
first day of this session, a resolution guite similar to the one
which had been four times passed and svhich, one ether time,
had been introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr,
Troyp] and reported into the House; but flie resolution as it
comes before ns for action, without a chance to give it consid-
eration, is an entirely different one. :

T propose to call attention to some of the particular things
in the resolntion now pending. Gentlemen may say that the
eriticism I make is a carping criticism. Mr, Speaker, it hins
always seemed to me that the Constitution of the United States
was sufficiently impertant to consider both the merits and
the form of the amendments which might be adopted to it. It
has always seemed fo me That- Congress might even consider
rhetoric and grammar when adding an amendment to the
Constitution.

TWhen we remember that there have been so few amendments
qdded in all the many years of the existence of our Constitution,
4t has scemed to me that we might take sufficient time at least
to put an amendment in proper grammatical and thetorical
shape. Considering the fact that there have been only three
amendments added to the Constitution in more than 100 years,
I think we might take sufficient time to say what we mean
in proper grammatical form, so that one who runs may read and
understand.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Will the gentleman permit me to
£

ailr. MANN. I will permit the gentleman to say anything in
the way of a question. Otherwige I hope he will wait until I
get further along.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will not ask the genfleman n
question if he does not want me to, but will reserye it until
Jater,

Mr, COOPER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MANN. ©Oh, yes,

AMr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman from Illinois
to say that if we were to ¢lect Senators by the people there
would be great danger of the large States overriding the smailer
States?

Mr. MANN. Ohb, I supposge the gentleman proposes o read me
@ constitutional provision that that can not be done.

Ar. COOPER. I wish simply to remind——

Mr. MANN. I am familar with the Constitution on the
subject.

AMr. COOPER. It scems to me that there is a suflicient answer
to tho gentleman. I ask him if he does not think this answers
it?—

No State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its egual suffrage
in the Senate.
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Mr. MANN. Yes; and that provision of the Constitution is
subject to amendment; and when the tendency runs, as it will
run, o strong against the gross injustice of permitting——

Mr. COOPER. That particular provision Is not subject to
amendment, and it is the only one in the Constltutlon that is
not. [4 \ppluu%e]

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken; that pro\ ision of
the Constitution is subject to amendment. Bvcty provision of
the Constitution is subject to amendment. That provision itself
must first be nmended before you can deprive a State of its equal
rights in the Senate; but when that provision has been amended,
as it will be some day, then they will make the division among
the States equitable, because in the end it is absolutely unfair
that the State of Delaware should have 2 Senators in the
United States Senate and 1 Representative on the floor of the
House and the great State of New York should have, as it is
now proposed, 40 Members of the ITouse and only 2 Senators.

What is there in that to carry out the will of the people?
Gentlemen talk about obeying the will of the people. If the
will of the people is to be executed, then the people must have
the chance to elect their Representatives upon equal terms, and
the logic is as inevitable as that the sun will rise to-morrow
morning.

The SPEARKER.
expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan.
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr, McCALL. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illineis yield to
the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. MANN. I will yield.

Mr. McCALL., In reference to what the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] has said, if the States refuse to yield
their representation, would it be possible to amend the Consti-
tution, taking all the power away from the Senate?

Mr. MANN. You can amend the Constitution in any way.
Now, Mr. Speaker, one of the amusing things, it seems to me,
in reference to this amendment Is, in the first place, the whoele
theory of thie proposed amendment is that the legislatures of
the States can not be trusted. That is the whole theory of the
amendment—that the legislatures of the different States can
not be trusted. The Constitution provides that an amendment
may be ratifiedl by the legislatures or by conventions called in
the States. And yet the distinguished gentleman from Missouri
seeks to cast edium, as it would he by the amendment, on the
legislatures, rejecting the right of a State to determine whether
it shall ratify this amendment by convention, but requires that
it shall be left wholly to the legislature. If he has such a won-
derful belief in the rights of the people as expressed by direct
vote, why has it not been left in a way that the State may
cleet conventions to pass upen this resolution?

It provides further, in reference to legislatures, that the
legislature may or it may not empower the executive to fill
vacancies temporarily. No requirement has been carried in all
resolutions heretofore that the executive shall make an ap-
pointment to fill vacanecies. It proposes to leave to the legisla-
ture that authority. In addition to that, stating on the one
hand that the legislature is unworthy of trust {o elect United
States Senators, if proposes to say that the legislature is so
worthy that it shall determine as to the time and places and
manner of holding elections, and placing the legislature above
Congress. On the one side this resolution says that the legis-
lature is unworthy of confidence, and on the other that it is
worthy of moere confidence than Congress itself. That is logle
for you. [Applause.]

Now, gentlemen all the afternoon have been talking about
election of Senators by dircct vote of the people. The resolu-
tions which have heretofore passed this body, the resolution
which was infrodueed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr,
Tiroyp] in the last Congress, provided—

That the Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Sena-
tors Trom each State, who shall be elected by the direct vote of the
people thercof for a term of six years.

“ Elected by the direet vote of the people thereof.” Anybody
can understand what that means. Anybody knows what that
says, and it says that they shall be elected by a direet vote of
ithe people. The gentleman from Missourl [Mr. Rucker] this
morning announced that there would be no amendments to this
resolution of his—uo dotting of “1's” or crossing of “t's™; he
Lind perfected it and did net propoese to have it amended.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Missouri?

Mr, MANN. Yes.

The time of the gentleman from Illinois has

I yield 10 minutes more to the

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I want to say to the gentleman
that the gentleman from Missouri said nothing of the kind, but
said just the contrary, and stated that opportunity would be
permitted to offer amendments.

Mr. MANN. To present amendments; yes.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. And I did say that I wanted to
vote every one of them down. %

Mr. MANN. That is what I am talking ahout.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This resolution

Mr. MANN. Oh, do not take =0 much of my time.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Waell, the gentleman ought not
to refer to me unless he talks the facts.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has the time.
who limited it.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at allL
Iimited the time.

Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. I do noft want to get into a con-
troversy with the gentleman; but that is not correct, because
debate was limited by consent of the House.

Mr. MANN. OD, that is true.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Did I not ask for the longest
limit of time desired on that side?

Mr. MANN. Obh, the gentleman is mistaken. I suggested
that we have more than one day’s debate on the proposition.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri., But the gentleman has always
been opposed to this measure, and I did not pay very imuch
respect to his wishes in the matter.

Mr. MANN. That is all right; but do not take my time or
bother me now.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am not going to bother the
gentleman, I want only to express my opinion.

Mr. MANN. I do not wonder that the gentleman gets restive
when his resolution is under consideration.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. A Republican resolution, as I
have already told the gentleman a hundred times, but I am
supporting it.

Mr., MANN. Well, it is quite likely that the distinguished
gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the great Committee
on the Election of the President, Vice President, and Represent-
atives in Congress, seeking for an opportunity to make fame for
himself—running around and hunting for a form—it is very
likely that he has picked up some Republican thunder. [Ap-
plause and laughter on the Republican side.] We have learned
before this that that which we have discarded that side of the
House joyfully embraces as something good and new. [Ap-
plause and laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr. RUCKLR of Missouri. Mr. Spenker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield?

Mr. MANN. I prefer to discuss the resolution. The gentle-
man has plenty of time.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.
much time as I consume of his.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will wait until I finish, I will
be very much obliged.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If the gentleman does not want
me to ask him a question when it is proper——

Mr. MANN. Ob, I would be very glad to let the gentleman
ask me a question.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly; I always yleld in the end, though
I prefer to get through.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman has consumed
more time now than it would take to ask the question. He
does not want me to ask him any question.

Mr. MANN. Oh, I will permit the gentleman to ask me a
question. What is it?

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. No; I will not ask any question.
I am getting tired of that display, and I will get along with-
out it.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I learned long ago when I was in
control of a bill to keep my temper. Gentlemen on that side of
the House will have that lesson to learn in the course of time.

The gentleman has left out the direct vote of the people.
What more? The resolution provides:

The electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite for
electors of the most numerous branch of the éltnte legislatures.

Plural! Iow many legislatures does a State have, for God's
sake? [Laughter and applause on Republican side.] Oh, no;
that is not the fault of the printer, as some gentleman near me
suggests. That is the fault of the gentleman who introduced
the resolution. The resolution which formerly passed the
House had the correct expression, providing that the electors in
each State shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of

I am not the one

But the gentleman's friend did.
The gentleman from Missouri

I will give the gentleman as
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the most numerous branch of the legislature thereof, or of
that State, but the gentleman from Missouri—I will apologize
to the gentleman—I do not think the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr, Rucker] is the one who made the discovery, for it is
quite likely, and I agree with him, that that was in the bill as
it was presented in the distinguished body at the other end of
the Capitol. But if my friend from Missouri had watched that
distinguished body as closely as I have, he would have learned
before this that it is not safe to rely on other legislative bodies
either as to substance or as to form.

. 3!:-. RUOCKER of Missouri. It depends on who composed the

ody.

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman has this side of the House
now. Who composed the body I do not undertake to say. It
is a fine-looking body of men, I will say, whom I see upon that
side of the Iouse, but their grammar is a little off. [Laughter
and applause on Republican side.]

Then it says:

When vacancies happen—

When * vacancies” happen—
in the representation of any State in the Senate the executive authority
of such States shall Issue writs of election to fill such vacancles.

I'I;l(;e SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr, MANN. I would ask for five minutes more.

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman whatever
time I have.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 12 minutes remaining.

Mr, MANN. I will not want to take so much time.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan, I will yield whatever of that time
the gentleman desires.

Mr. MANN, If I were writing that language I should have
written—

When a vacancy happens in the representation of any State in Lthe
Senate the executive authority of such State shall lssue a writ of
election to fill such vacancy.

The statutes of the United States provide that when the plural
or singular number is used in the statutes it shall apply to the
other when applicable, and that often corrects mistakes like this
of using the plural instead of the singular, but the statutes do
not govern in the construction of the Constitution of the United
States, and one would think that after being out, as they say,
for 16 years they would discover that when they wished to say
a vacancy they would say a vacancy instead of vaecancies
There is vacancy enough now on that side without making it
plural. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. I prefer not; the gentleman has time. Now, I
do not wish to be carping, but here is a constitutional amend-
ment, and the last provision is—

This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the electlon
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valld as part of the
Constitution.

The first principle of language is to reduce the number of
words to express the thought to as few as possible. That is a
prineiple which I know, though I do not always follow it,

Mr. JAMES. It does not apply to speeches, does it?

Mr. MANN. The provision ought to be—

This amendment shall not be construed to affect the election or term
of any Senator.

And if my friend from Missouri was writing it and had his
attention ealled to it, he would agree to it; but, of course, now
he will feel compelled to stand by the provision. Mr. Speaker,
but a few words more. In the first part the joint resolution
provides, among other things, that—

In lien of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of sald Article I, in so far
as the same relates to any authority In Congress to make or alter regu-
lations as to the times or manner of holding elections for Senators.

Think for a moment of the rhetorical expression of stating
that it shall be “in lien of all” of the paragraph, but really in
llen of only a part of it; but coming to the gist of it, what
authority has Congress to say what part of the Constitution an
amendment is * in lien of ”? The amendment, when it is agreed
to by three-fourths of the States and becomes a part of the Con-
stitution, is for the courts to determine as to its meaning. This
part of the resolution is no part of the amendment. We may
legislate here and say that a certain amendment is in place of
the whole Constitution, but that is not before the legislatures of
the States which ratify the amendment; but when the amend-
ment is ratified it speaks for itself, and the courts, not Congress,
will construe the part of the Constitution it is in lien of, DBut
the purpose of that, and that is the first time the provision in
that form has appeared in any of these resolutions, the purpose
of that resolution is to take out of the Constitution the power
which Congress would otherwise have when it so desired to

regulate the time and manner of holding elections for Senators.
Ever since the Government was organized Congress has had the
power to regulate the times, places, and manner of holding elec-
tions for Representatives.

We have had the power fo regulate the time and manner of
conducting the election of Senators, not the place, because the
place was supposed to be within the power of the State to fix
as being the capital of the State, and it was not designed to
glve Congress the power to fix the capital of the State.

Now, under this amendment, as I read it, though there is
some doubt, Congress will still have the power to regulate the
time, and place, and manner, for holding elections for Members
of Congress. Why is it proposed that Congress shall not have
the same power over the election of Senators by the same elec-
torate—probably at the same time? It ought to be. We have
8o provided in course of time that we have required, in effect,
the election of electors at a fixed time, in fact, and their meet-
ing at the same time. Through the power of Congress to regu-
late the election of Representatives, and the fear that that
power might be exercised in course of time, most of the States
have fixed their fall elections for Members of Congress at the
same time. Senators ought to be elected at the same election
that Members of the House are, and yet it is proposed to take
away from Congress the power to control these elections and
to place it absolutely in the hands of the States,

It is true that Congress has not exercised the power, but it
often happens that when a superior body possesses a power it
is not necessary to exercise it, because the inferior body acts
with fairness and justice. Under this provision of the Consti-
tution, if made as it stands in the resolution, Utah, Delaware,
Rhode Island, Illinois, or Indiana, or New York, or any State
in the Union, may make provisions which have never yet been
heard of as to the election of Senators. I contend that under
the wording of the amendment, as it now stands, the election
of Senators by the people, that it does not require a direct vote
of the people. If we had a central body to be composed of dele-
gates to be elected from various subordinate bodies, it would
often be the case that those delegates would be appointed by
the executive committee of the lower body. No one would sup-
pose from reading the rules of this House that it meant that
the committees were to be elected, possibly, by ballot.

There is no provision here that Senators shall be elected by
a ballot or by a vote even. We elect committees by resolution,
not by ballot, and under this provision, if it should be put into
the Constitution, there will come a time when some of the
States will find other methods of electing Senators than by a
direct vote of the people; and, if history should repeat itself,
there would come times when from some of the Southern States
Senators would be elected without a direct vote. TUnder this
provision, in the carpetbag days of the South, some of the
gentlemen in control of those States would have claimed that
they had elected a Senator by the people if the governor issued
a commission, without anything further. And remember that,
under this, Congress has no control. I appeal to the gentlemen
in power on that side of the House, that if you propose to amend
the Constitution in this regard now before it comes up for con-
struction, make it plain, so that those who come after may know
what it means without court, judicial, or war proceedings,

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I was about to ask the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] to yield me two minutes in
which to reply to one question.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri., Mr. Speaker, I stated a while ago
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youna] that after the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAxN] delivered his speech there
would be only one other speech on this side.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think I have a little time re-
maining.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman
from Michigan, and to the gentleman from Missourl also, that
I do not intend to make a speech, but I do think that the pro-
vision of the Constitution of the United States, one construe-
tion of which I gave, and which was contradicted point-blank
by the gentleman from Illinois, ought to be read to the House,
and I just ask for two minutes.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Yes; certainly, I will yield to the
gentleman. .

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tllinois
prophesied that the large States would force an amendment
depriving the smaller States of their equal rights in the Senate.
I said that the large States could not force upon a smaller
State a constitutional amendment to deprive it of its equal
suffrage in the Senate except with the consent of the smaller
State, With this the gentleman from Illinois did not agree.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
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Tere is Article V of the Constitution:

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Fouses shall deem it nec-
essary, shall propose amendments to this ("-nstitution, or, on the
onlicatlon of the legislatures of two-thirds of 1he several States, shall
call a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall
be valid to all intéents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when
ratified by the leglslatures of three-fourths of the several States, or by
conventions In three-fourths thereof, ns the one or the other mode of
ratification may be proposed by the Congress; provided that no amend-
ment which may be made prior to the year 1508 sghall In any manner
affect the first and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first
article, and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its
equal suffrage in the Senate,

[Avplause.]

Mr. MANN. I read that very carefully before I made my
remarks, [Laughter.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr., Speaker, there will be only
one more speech made on this side in concluding this debate. I
desire to use three or four minutes, if I may do so with pro-
priety, in order fo answer some things which were said here,
about which I was not permitted to interrogate the gentleman
from Illinois [AMr. Maxx] while he was on the floor.

It is a great misfortune, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman who
delivered that magnificent lecture to the House this evening
had not lived in olden times and in his own happy style of
English framed the Constitution of the United States in lan-
guage so perfect that even a genius like himself would not
dare attack it. [Laughter.] But he did not, and therefore we
have got to try to get along in some old way with the Con-
stitution which was handed down to us by those distinguished
men who did frame it as best they could. [Laughter.]

The gentleman here this evening makes a great speech in
behalf of the rights of the people and the rights of the States
and the rights of the Constitution, and would lead us to believe
that he is probably reluctant in opposing this measure because
of the numerous and clerical grammatical errors to which he
has called the attention of the House in a jocular and very in-
structive speech. [Laughter.]

The gentleman lauds and presents as practically perfect and
free from criticism, even at his hands, the resolution offered
in the last Congress by my distinguished colleague, Mr. Lroxp,
But the gentleman will bear with me when I say this, that
when the committee, at that time presided over by a distin-
guished Republican from West Virginia, Mr. Gaines, brought
in a report and recommended to this House that thiat resolution
should pass the gentleman from TIllinois arose in his place and
objected to the passage of the resolution which he to-day tells
us is absolutely perfect, because of a misprint in the Govern-
ment Printing Office of one word—the addition of an “s” Is
not that true? [Laughter.]

Mr. MANN. I did not say it was perfect.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, But the gentleman objected to it
for the reason that it contained an “s" when there ought not
to have been one, and that was the only objection made.

Mr. MANN. I objected to it when I discovered an “s” on the
word “ amendment,” and that was enough to put me on guard
as 1o the rest of the language.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; and the gentleman is “on
guard” and has been for some time. [Laughter.]

Mr. MANN. And will be for some time. [Laughter.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I will not discuss that. Of course
swhat I am now going to say has no application on earth, Mr.
Speaker, but I read a long time ago in some poetry—I think
Pope’s incomparable poems; no; it was in Cowper—a couplet
that sometimes forces itself into my mind. TWhen I see a gen-
tleman laboring so arduously and earnestly, apparently, for
public welfare and yet one who is never able to find anything
on earth quite good enough for him to take at the command of
the people, sometimes I can not help, to save my soul, having
that couplet flash through my mind. The poet wrote:

With smooth dlssimulation skilled, to grace
A devil's purpose with an angel's face.

[Laughter.]

It has no application here, and I would not have guoted
the language if it had not been that the gentleman has criticized
my grammar, and I wanted him to understand that if I do not
know all about grammar, I do know some things about the
application of poetry. [Laughter.]

But the gentleman said that this resolution is woefully bad
because it reads:

When vacaneles Liappen In the representation of any State in the

Benate, the executive authority of such Btate shall issue writs of elee-
tion to fill such vacancles—

And he criticizes that word “happen ™ as an error.
But the gentleman forgets that this old Constitution which
he is gnarding so sacredly from the amendments which the

people have been pleading for for 40 years uses that identical
language:

When vacancies happen In the representation from any State, the
executive authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such
vacancies—

Word for word the language in the resolution now pending
before the House. [Applause on the Demoeratic side.]

He forgets also that in the second clause of the second para-
graph in the Constitution the identical language is found which
is found in this resolution, where it says:

And the electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite
for electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislature—

Exactly what we have here, except

Mr. MANN rose.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Oh, I know you find a surplus
“g” and as long as the gentleman is on guard he will always
find the “s's” in all reform measures, and an “8” is such an
obstacle that that great leader of Republicanism in the city of
Chicago can not get over it.

But let me say to you, sir, if conditions had existed 130
years ago that exist to-day those distinguished patriots of this
coun{ry never would have written into the Constitution some
of its yet cherished provisions. At that time the human mind
had never been traduced by a thought so foul as that a great
people would ever stoop to such practices as we learn are some-
times found in great States and in the legislatures of those
States. I heard the gentleman mention the State of Illinois
awhile ago, and I thought, *“ What a great State it is; in fact, it
has made more history in the Iast six months than the Southern
Confederacy made in four years.”” [Applause and laughter on
the Democratic side.]

Mr. MANN. Illinois made more history in the four years of
the Civil War than the Southern Confederacy did.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I hope I will have no interrup-
tions. I did not intend to consume any time. I yield 15 min-
u]tes tr:;I the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SaerceEy]. [Ap-
plause.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is with some degree of em-
barrassment that I undertake to close this debate on this very
important subject, for I speak without any preparation. and
without previous determination. I shall not waste much of the
15 minutes allowed me in answer to the criticisms of the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MAnN] as to the phraseology of this bill.
Some of these criticisms have already been answered by the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] ; but it may not be amiss
to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois again to
the fact that an accurate and careful reading of the Constitu-
tion itself might have saved him from the mistake of one of his
criticisms. He complained that while much has been said here
of the direct vote of the people, yet when we framed the terms
of the resolution we provided only that “the Senate of the
United States shall be composed of two Senators from each
State, elected by the people thereof.”” Had he remembered—
because he has undoubtedly rend—the second section of Article
I of the Constitution, he would have remembered that it is in
this language:

The House of Representatives shall be composed of Members chosen
every second year by the people of the several States.

Nothing is said there of the direct vote, though Representa-
tives are thus elected, and there is no more necessity for it
here than there.

But I desire to come to the real propositions that are here
involved. It is perhaps unnecessary at this late day to say
anything as to the merits of the major proposition; and yet
it may not be amiss to note with reference to the eulogy of the
gentleman’s party that the only voices that have been raised
against the major proposition to elect Senators by direct vote
of the people have been Republican. [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side.]

No Democrat on this floor has criticised that proposition. But
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] is peculiarly solicitous
for State sovereignty and State rights, and he assunies that be-
cause you provide a different method of eclecting Senators you
have struck a deathblow to State sovereignty. I have never
been able to follow that logic. As pointed out by the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER], you can not change, without the
consent of each State, the equal representation of the States in
the Senate, and simply changing the method of electing Senators
does not in the slightest degree do away with the power of the
States themselves as sovercignties.

Of course, if you accept the gentleman’'s premise, that one
amendment of the Constitution necessarily menns untold amengd-
ments to the Constitution, why, then, that conclusion of his, or
any other conclusion, would be entirely logical. But that has
not been the history of amendments to the Constitution, and
there is nothing now to warrant the assumption.
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But the question that is really interesting this House, and the
question that I desire to come to, is not the major proposition,
the election of Senators by direct vote of the people, but it is
that proposition involved in the substitute offered by the gentle-
man from Michigan, as to whether we should not have in the
Constitution, as it is proposed to be amended, the power in the
Federal Government to control the election of United States
Senators. That is the real question at issue here,

Now, if it were possible, as suggested repeatedly by the gen-
tlemen on this side, to provide for direct vote of Senators by the
people without changing the present power that exists in the
Congress of the United States relative to the election of Sena-
tors, I would agree that it was highly improper to bring into
this question another question about which there is such a divi-
sion of opinion. But bear in mind this basic faet, that the very
moment that yon provide by constitutional amendment that
Senators shall be elected by direct vote of the people instead of
by the legislatures of the States, that moment, unless you make
further provision, you have enlarged the power of the Govern-
ment of the United States over the election of Senators of the
United States.

I repeat, that the moment you change the form of the elec-
tion from that by the legislature to that by direct vote of the
people, that moment you have enlarged the power of the Fed-
eral Government over such elections. The power that exists to-
day under the Constitution as to the election of Senators and
Representatives, while in the same language, is not, in a practi-
cal real sense, the same power.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERLEY. For a question only.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will recollect that the reso-
lution introduced by the gentleman from Missourl [Mr. Lroyp]
in the last Congress, and which was reported and which I have
offered as a substitute, contains no reference to section 4, Arti-
cle I. Would the gentleman hold that that resolution extended
the power of the Federal Government?

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply answer that it is not
material as to what was provided in any former resolution.
The material thing is what we shall provide in this amendment.
I have not time in the 15 minutes to discuss the various bills
that have been introduced. I say to you, in my judgment, that
if you are not to enlarge the power of the Federal Government
you must add something besides the simple provision as to the
method of electing Senators.

The power of Congress over elections for Representatives in
Congress is practically complete. While Congress may not pre-
geribe the qualification of voters, and while that right is left en-
tirely with the States, subject only to the provisions of the fif-
teenth amendment, yet Congress can, by regulating the “ man-
ner " of holding these elections, give to the Federal Government
complete control, as it actunally did during the reconstruction
period. As to election of Senators, Congress can now give to the
Federal Government no such powers. Practically speaking, its
power over their election is so slight as to be negligible. But
the sole change from election of Senators by the legislatures to
an election by direct vote carries with it an enlargement of
power. This it is that brings us face to face with the two
propositions. The proposition on that side of the House is
that we shall enlarge that power by limiting the amendment
to the change to direct vote of the people so as to make
it coequal and coextensive with the power of the Federal
Government now as to the election of Members of Congress.
The proposition on this side is that we should not give to the
National Government the power over the election of Senators.
That is the real issue clean-cut, and there can be no doubt
about it.

What is the history? The history of the provision of the
Constitution in regard to both Members of the House and the
Senate is that it was put in there not with the idea that the
Federal Government should actually supervise the manner and
method of holding the election of Members of Congress or of
the Senate, but that in the event of the State failing to provide
the machinery and method for election, a fear that was then
prominent and warranted, then the United States should exer-
cise that power. But when the matter came to be construed as
to the power in regard to Members of Congress, the Supreme
Court of the United States held that the Congress of the United
States had the power, without regard to the failure of the State,
to regulate the method of electing Representatives to the Con-
gress of the United States.

We in the South have had confronting us a very grave and
very serious problem—a problem that, according to the best
judgment of the southern people, involved the supremacy of
the white race in those States. Out of much of turmoil, out
of much that might not be defended in the cold forum of law,

has come now a solution that has been upheld by the courts,
and that to-day Is making for the future prosperity and safety
of the entire land. We are not willing, many of us, to endanger
that status, believing it to be most vital, by giving a power as
to elections more extensive than now belongs to the Federal
Government.

I am one of those men who believe that the day has gone
by when we will ever see the power of the National Government
enforced as it was enforced during reconstruction days; but
we do not believe that it is essential fo this question fo aug-
ment that power and to give additional opportunity for its
wrong use.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] asks what reason in
logie ean be given why a different rule should apply to the
election of Members of the Housge and Members of the Senate.
I might answer him by saying that to-day tliere exists a differ-
ent rule in regard to the power of the Federal Government as
to electors who elect a President and Members of the House of
Representatives.

According to cold logie and theory, if the Federal Government
should have power to control the election of Members of this
House, which is necessary to its continued existence, it ought
also to have power to control the election of electors who select
a President of the United States, also necessary to the continu-
ance of its existence. There is also n reason why the States
in the election of Senators should not be subject to the same
control that the individual election of Members is subject to.
The States in selecting Senators do act in a sovereign capacity.
They send Senators not simply as Members of the National
Legislature, but they send them, in a sense, as ambassadors
of a sovereign State, and to my mind it seems utterly foolish
to say that you are willing to trust the people of the States to
select these Senators, to have power to select them In the broad
sense, and yet you are not willing to trust them with the ar-
rangement of the manner and method of holding the eleec-
tion. Either the one position is not warranted or the other
is not.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERLEY. For a question.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Suppose the time should come when any
State should become dissatisfied with the way the Federal
Government was being carried on and should refuse to pro-
vide for the election of a Senator?

Mr. SHERLEY. Frankly I say that if you gentlemen are
dealing with it from that single position, men on this side of
the House ought not to have, and I believe would not have,
any objection to a provision that gave to the Federal Govern-
ment control, predicated upon the basic fact only of the State
having failed to act; but I say to you that there is no more
danger to-day of the States failing to act than of any other
unheard-of event.

At the time that that fear was entertained, and at the time
when that fear was potent enough to put into the Constitution
the provision we find there, there were many who believed the
Constitution would never be ratified by the States; there were
many who believed it would not last even if ratified; that the
States, with their jealousy of each other, would undermine its
powers; but no man to-day, after a hundred years of national
existence, but realizes that the Nation as a nation is here to
stay; that it will néver die for failure of the component parts
of it to elect Senators to the Congress of the United States.
[Applause.] Such a proposition is unthinkable.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes.

Mr. JACKSON, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman
a question, purely for information. Does he agree with his
colleague that this resolution will not be approved by the legis-
latures of the Southern States if this provision limiting the
power of the Federal Government is not placed in it?

Mr. SHERLEY. Why, I have no opinion to express. In my
own State we have a suffrage without limitation of any sort,
and the question would not be vital there except as public
opinion is influenced by public opinion in sister Southern
States. -

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have
still a few minutes remaining.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remaining,

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. Then, I yield the remaining five
minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky. [Applause.]

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no right to speak for
these States, but gentlemen have argued that we were im-
periling the amendment by putting in it the provisions that we
have,
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I say to you that, in my judgment, it is more likely to receive
the approval of the necessary States in the present form than
in the form proposed in the substitute of the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr, Younc]. That is simply my opinion for what it
may be worth.

Mr. JACKSON. One question more, Is it fair, either to the
minority party in this House or the success of this great prin-
ciple for which the gentleman has been contending, to impose
upon the Northern States the burden of explaining to the hun-
dreds of thousands of colored men who do really vote the great
principle which the gentleman has been endeavoring to debate
here to-day? [Applause.]

Mr. SHERLEY. My answer to the gentleman is simply this:
We have on this side presented a proposition that we believe
ought to be adopted. We force no man here, and can force no
man, to accept our view. If a majority of the membership of
this House see fit to amend this bill as the gentleman would
like, well and good. I am still sufliciently in favor of the prin-
ciple to vote for the constitutional amendment even in the
changed form, but it is certainly as fair for us to present our
proposition as it is for that side to present theirs, and I fur-
“ther gay to the gentleman that we are not making necessary any
explanation on the part of the gentleman to any person, white
or black, in the North. We do not by this amendment change
in one single particular the rights of the negro as a citizen of
the United States. We do not in any sense interfere with the
protection of those rights under the thirteenth, fourteenth, and
fifteenth amendments, and I would say——

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
& question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to
the gentleman from Oregon?

Mr. SHERLEY. T decline to yicldi—but we do say this, that
we believe it to be unwise to give to the Federal Government
an enlarged grant of power touching the manner of holding
elections in the States. We do not believe that such grant of
power is necessary, and we are not willing, not believing it to
be necessary, to give it. There has been nothing in the history
of the country that warrants the belief that it ig necessary in
order to preserve the Government, and that, to my mind, is the
only valid reason that it shonld be granted.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker——

. The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield
to the gentleman from Oregon?

iﬂ\}[d;- SHERLEY. The gentleman from Kentucky does not
yield.

I'llfge SPEARKER. The gentleman from Kentucky declines to
yield.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have, as I stated, made this
speech without preparation, with the consequent confusion of
thought that results therefrom.

In conclusion, let me say to the membership of this House
that 1 believe it easy for men to find excuses to vote against
this amendment, but to the man who actually, sincerely, funda-
mentally believes that you will improve the conditions of gery-
ice to be had in the Senate of the United States by putting the
power of electing Senators directly in the hands of the people,
to such a man I say there is nothing in the form of the amend-
ment as offered here to-day that ought to make him pause for
one moment, and to the Members on that side of the aisle,
as well as on this, who actually believe, not nominally be-
lieve, in the principles of government by the people, I ap-
peal for a support of the amendment. [Loud and continued
applause,]

The SPEAKER. Under the agreement the previous question
operates on the resolution and on all of the amendments. The
Clerk will report the first nmendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

By Mr. Yorxs of Michigan: .

Amend as follows: Strike out, on page 1, the language beginning In
line 7, n8 follows: “And In lien of all of paragraph 1 of sectlon g of
gald Article I, in so far as the same relates to any authority in Con-
pgress to make or alter regunlations as to the times or manner of hold-
ing elections for Eenators.”

; !‘T\nl:s'ls 'strlke out, on page 2, the language beginning In line 9, as
o The times, places, and manner of holding electlons for Senators
ghall be as prescribed In each SBtate by the legislature thereof.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
meunt.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr, Speaker, at this point, in order
1o save time, I will call for the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youna]
demands the yeas and nays.

XLVII—6

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MONDELL.
The SPEAKER.
Mr. MONDELL.

tute?

Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.
The gentleman will state it.
Is it not in order to vote on the substi-

The SPEAKER. The vote will be taken on the substitute

last. The Clerk will call the roll.

Those in favor of the amend-

ment will answer “aye,” and those opposed will answer “no™;
those present and not voting will answer * present.”

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 180,
answered “ present" 2, not voting 75, as follows:

Akin, N. X.
Anderson, Minn,
Austin
Barchfeld
Bartholdt
Berger
Bowman
Burke, S. Dak.
Butler
Calder
Cannon
Catlin
Cooper
Copley
Crago
Dalzell
Danforth
Davidson
Davls, Minn,
Dodds
Dwight
Dyer

Esch

Farr
Fordney

Foss
Foster, Vt.
French
Fuller
Gillett
Good

Adair
Adamson
Alken, 8, C.
Alexander
Allen
Anderson, Ohio
Ansberry
Ashbrook
Ayres
Barnhart
Bartlett
Dathrick
Beall, Tex,
Dell, Ga.
Blackmon
Boolier
Borlnnd
DBrantley
Brown
Buchanan
Bulkley
Burke, Wis.
DBurleson
Burnett
Byrnes, 8. C.
Dyrns, Tenn,
Callaway
Candler
Cantrill
Carlin
Carter
Clark, IMla.
Claypool
Clayton
Cline
Colller
Connell
Covington
Cox, Ind.
Cox, Ohio
Cravens
Cunog
Daugherty
Davis, W, Va.
Dent
Denver
Dickinson
Dickson, Miss,

Bradley
Broussard
Burgess

YBEAS—123.
Greene Lenroot
Guernsey Lindbergh
Hamilton, Mich. Loud
Hanna MeCall
Tarrls McDermott
Hartman McKinley
Taugen MeRinne
Hawley McLaughlin
Iaves MeMorran
elgesen Madden
Ienry, Conn. Madison
Hill Mulby
1inds Mann
Towell Martin, S. Dak.
Towland Matthews
[Tubbard lller
Humphrey, Wash. Mondell
Jackson Moore, Pa.
Kahn Morgan
Kendall Mott
Kennedy Murdock
Kent Needham
Kinkald, Nebr.  Nelson
Knowland Norris
Eopp Nye
Lafean Parran
Laffert Patton, Pa.
La Follette Plckett
JLangham Porter
Langley Powers
Lawrence Pray
* NAYS—180,
Dies Jones
Difenderfer Kindred
Dixon, Ind. Kipp
Donohoe Kitchin
Doremus Konig
Doughiton Konop
Dupre Korbly
Edwards Lamb
Falson Lee, Ga.
Ferris Lee, I’a.
Fitzzerald Legare
Flood, Vu. Lever
Floyd, Ark. Levy
Foster, 111, Lewls
Franels Linthicum
Garner Littlepage
Garrett Littleton
Glass Lloyd
Godwin, N. C. Lobeck
Gocke Mchiy
Goodwin, Ark. MeGillleuddy
Gordon acon
Gould Mnguire, Nebr.
Gray Maher
Grege, Pa. Martin, Colo.
Gregg, Tex Mnys
Gudger Moon, Tenn,
Hamill Moore, Tex.
Hamlin Morrison
Hammond Moss, Ind.
Hardwick Murray
Hard Oldfield
“Harrison, Miss.  O'Shaunessy
Harrison, N. Y. Padgett
niv Page
Helm Patten, N. X,
Henry, Tex Pepper
olland Peters
Houston Post
Howard Pon
Hughes, Ga. l‘-‘u{o
Hni:hes, Rainey
ull Raker
Humphreys, Mlss. tandell, Tex.
Jacoway auch
James Reilly
Johnson, Ky. Richardson
Johnson, 8. C. Robinson

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2,

Cary

Kinkead, N. J,

NOT VOTING—TG.

Burke, Pa.
Campbell
Conry =
Crumpacker
Curley
Currler
Davenport
De Forest
Draper

Drisecoll, D, A.
Drlscoll, M. E.
Elierbe
Estopinal
Evians
Fuirehild
Flelds

Finle,

Foch

Prince

Prouty

tecs

Roberts, Mass.
Roberts, Nev.
Rodenberg
Sloan

Smith, J. M. C.
Smith, Saml, W.
Speer

Steenerson
Stephens, Cal,
Sterling
Stevens, Minn,
Sulloway
Switzer
Tai;lor. Ohlo
Thistlewood
Towner
Utter
Volstead
Warburton
Wedemeyer
Wilder

Willis
Wilson, T11.
Wood, N. J.
Woods, Towa.
Young, Kans,
Young, Mich,

Roddenbery
Rotlicrmel
Rulicy
Rucker, Colo.
Rucker, Mo,
Russell
Sabath
Saunders
Beully
Shackleford
Bharp
Sheppard
Sherley
Bherw

Sims

Sisson
Slayden
Smnll

Smith, Tex.
Sparkman
Stanley .
Stedman
Stephens, Miss,
Stephens, Tex,
Stone

Sulzer
Bweet =
Talbott, Md.
Taylor, Ala,
Thayer
Thomnas
Townsend
Tribble
Turnbull
Tuttle
Underhlll
Underwood
Watkins
Whitacre
Wickliffe
Wilson, N, Y.
Wilson, Pa.
Witherspoon
Young, Tex.
The Speaker

Fornes

Fowler
Gallagher
Gardner, Mass,
Gardner, N, J.
George
Goldfogle
Graham
Griest
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Hamilton, W, Va. Loudenslager Payne Smith, N. Y.
Heald cCreary I’lumlaf Stnck

Hellln MecGuire, Okla. Ransdell, La. Talcott, N. Y.
Hensley McHen ledficld Taylor, Colo.
Higgins McKenzie tiordan Tilson
Hobson Mitehell touse Vreeland
Hughes, W. Va. oon, Pa. Sells Webb

Latta orse, Wis, Simmons Weeks
Lindsay Olmsted Slem White
Longworth Palmer Smith, Cal,

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

For the session:

Mr. FINLeEY with Mr. CURRIER.

Mr. ForxeEs with Mr. BRADLEY.

Mr, RiozpaN with Mr. ANDRUS.

Until further notice:

Mr. BoeexE with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Fierps with Mr. Huenes of West Virginia.

Mr, Danten A. Driscorn with Mr, FocHT.

Mr, Estorinarn with Mr. Garpxen of Massachusetts,
Mr. Evaxs with Mr., GArpNER of New Jersey.

Mr., LanNpsAy with Mr. McKeNzIE.

Mr, McHeNRY with Mr. PAYNE.

Mr. Sanrm of New York with Mr. PLUMLEY,

Mr, Stack with Mr. SIMMONS.

Mr. Tayror of Colorado with Mr. TIrsoN.

Mr. Wonire with Mr. VREELAND.

Mr. Raxspern of Louisiana with Mr. SLEmp.

Mr. Wens with Mr. HIGOINS.

Mr. GALLAGEER with Mr, DiNcHAr.

Mr. Pararer with Mr. Hearp,

Mr. TArcorr of New York with Mr. MicHAen E. DrIsconL.
Mr. Hensrey with Mr. LOXGWORTH.

Mr. Kixgeap of New Jersey with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,
Mr. Haaarron of West Virginia with Mr. Draree.
¥From April G to April 14, inclusive:

Mr. Fowrer with Mr. WEEKs.

From April 11 to April 14, noon:

Mr. HEFLIx with Mr. McCREARY.

Until Monday, April 17:

Mr. HossoN with Mr. FaircHIirp.

Mr. DaveEnrorT with Mr. OLSTED,

Mr. Graman with Mr. BATES.

Mr. GorprogLE with Mr. Moox of Pennsylvania.

Tor this vote:

Mr. CusLey (against) with Mr. De Forest (in favor).
Mr. Georee (against) with Mr. ANTHONY (in favor).
Mr. Rotvse (against) with Mr. Griest (in favor).

Mr. Conry (against) with Mr. Serrs (in favor).

Mr. Frrerse (against) with Mr. Casrrern (in favor). :
The result of the vole was announced as above recorded.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

By Mr. CARY:

On &age 8 add: ‘* That there be and there s hereby proposed the
following amendment to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the
Constitution preseribes, shall become effective ns a part of the Constl-
tution, as follows:

*“That there be, and there is hercby, proposed the following mmend-
ment. to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the Constitution pre-
gcf{lbcs, shall become and be efiective as part of the Constitution, as
'ollows :

Y+ 8ee. 1. Members and Delegates to the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the Unlted States shall be elected after the passage of
this bill for a term of four years.

“i8pc. 2. Sald electlon shall tnke place at the time and on the day
preseribed by law for the casting of the popular vote for President of
the United States, and In the manner prescribed by law by the different
Btates and Territories.' "

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

By Mr. Maxxn:
© Amend page 2, line 4, by Inserting after the word “ by ™ the follow-
ing, “a direct vote ofl.”

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment,
also offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANXN].

The Clerk read as follows: .

Amend page 2, lines 7 and 8, by striking ont the word * legislatures™
and inserting the word “ legislature.”

Ar. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I believe I would
like to see the gentleman from Illinois gain one victory in this
contest, and I thevefore hope this amendment will be acecepted.
[Laughter.]

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend page 2, line 15, by striklng out the words * that the legis-
lature of any Stnte may empower,” and, In line 16, by siriking out the
word *to" and insertipg In llen thereof the word ** shall.”

The SPEHAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The SPEAKELR. The Clerk will report the next amendment,
also by Mr. MaNN.

The Clerk read as follows: ’

Amend page 2, line 18, by striking out the words “so " and * as.”

The SPEAKER. The question ig on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the substitute of-
fered by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxoern]. The
Clerlk will report it

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and Insert the following:

“That the following nmendment be proposed to the legislatvrys of
the several States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said legis-
lntures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution, namely: In lien
of the first and second paragraphs of scction 3 of Article I of the Con-
stitution of the United States of America, the following shall be pro-
posed a8 an amendment to the Constitution :

svgpe. 3, That the Senate of the United States shall be compozed of
two Senators from each Btate, who shall be elected by n direct vota of
the people thereof for a term of slx years, nnd each Senator shall have
one vote: a plurality of the votes cast fov candidntes for SBenator shall
cleet, and the electora shall have the qualifications requisite for electors
of the most numerous Lranch of the State legislature.

“+When vacaneies happen, by resignation or otherwlse, In the repre-
gentation of any State in the Senate, the same shall be filled for the
unexpired term thereof in the same manner ns ls provided for the elec-
tion of Senators In paragraph 1: Provided, That the cxecutlve thereof
shall make temporary appointment until the next general or special
election, held in nccordance with the statutes or constitution of such
State.

“mThis amendment shall not be so construcd as to nfiect the election
or term of any Senator chosen before {t becomes valld as a part of the
Constitution.”™

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi-
tute.

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the engrossment and
third reading of the joint resolution.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and rend a
third time, and was read the third time.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the
joint resolution.

SeveraAn Mesmpers. The yeas and nays!

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I Lave no desire to
detain the membership of this House here by calling for the
yeas and nays, because I believe the House is practically a
unit on this measure. But if gentlemen want a yea-nnd-nay
vote, there is no objection.

The SPEAKHER. The question is on the passaze of the joint
resolution.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yens and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 200, nays 16,
answered “ present” 0, not voting 77, as follows:

YHRAB—200.
Adalr Burleson Davls, Minn. Glasa
Adamson Burnett Davls, W. Va. Godwin, N. C.
Aiken, 8. C, HButler Dent Goeke
Akin, NY. Dyroes, 8. C, Denver Good
Alexander Byrns, Tenn. Diekingon Goodwin, Ark,
Allen Calder Dickson, Miss. Gordon
Anderson, Minn. Callaway Dles Gould
Anderson, Ohio > er Difenderfer Gray
Ansberr: Cantriil Dixon, Ind. Greene
Ashbroo Carlin Donohoe Gregzg, Pa.
Austin Carter Daremus Gregg, Tex.
Ayres Cnrf‘ Doughton Gudgoer
Barchfeld Catlin Dupre Jucrnsey
Barnhart Clark, Ila. Dyer amill
Bartholdt C nyfoo Edwards Hanmllton, Mich.,
Bartlett Clayton Esch amlin
Bathrick Cline Iaison Haommond
Beall, Tex, Collier Yarr Ianna
Bell, Ga. Connell Ferris Inrdwick
Berger Cooper it ald Iardy
Blackmon Caopley Tlood, Va. Harrigon, Miss.
1looher Covington Floyd, Ark, Harrlson, N. X.
orland Cox, Ind. Foss Hurtman
Bowman Cox, Ohio Foster, 111 Han
Brantley Crago Foster, Vt. Hawley
DBrown Cravens Francis Hay
Buochanan Cullo French Hayes
Bulkley Dalzell Fuller Helgesen
Burke, 8. Dak. Daugherty Garner Helm
Burke, Wis. Davlidson Garrett Heunry, Conn,
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Henry, Tex.
1Tl

Holland

Houston

Howard

Howell

Howlund
Hubbard
Hughies, Ga,
Hughes, N, J.
Hull

Humphrey, Wash.

Humphreys, Miss.

Jackson
Jacoway
James
Jolingon, Ky.
Johnson, 8. C
Jones

Kahn
Kendall
Kennedy
Kent
Kindred
Kinkaid, Nebr.,
Kinkead, N. J.
Kipp
Kitehin
Knowland
Konig
Konop
Kopp
Korbly
Lafean
Lafferty
La I‘nliclle
Lamb
Langham
Langley

e, (in.,
Lee; 1'a.
Legare
Lenroot
Lever

Cannon
Danfarth
Duodds
Dwight

Ames

Andrus
Anthony
Diates
Dingham
Boehne
Bradley
Broussard
Burgess
Burke. Pa.
Campbell
Conry
Crumpacker
Curley
Currier
Davenport

De I'orest
Iraper
Driscoll, D. A.
Driscoll, M. H.

Leovy
Lewis
Lindbergh
Linthicum
Littlepage
Littleton
Lloyd
Lobeck
Loud
M¢Co
Mcmum:ddy
MeKinley
MeKinney
MeLaughlin
Macon
Madden
Madison
Mn uire, Nebr.
alier
Mﬂrtin (‘o‘lo

Patton, Pa.
T’epper
Teters
Tlckett
Porter

Prouty
Pn?o
Rainey

Naker
Itandell, Tex.
Rauch

Rees

Reilly
Itiehardson
Itoberts, Mass.

Martin, 8. Dak.  Itoberts, Nev.
Mnnheua Robinson
Mays Hoddenbery
Miller Rodenber
Mondell Rotherme
Moon, Tenn. Rubey
Moore, Pa. Rucker, Colo.
Moore, Tex, Rucker, Mo,
Morgan Ttussell
Morrison Sabath
Moss, Ind. Saunders
Mott Senlly
Murdock Shuckleford
Murray Sharp
Needham Bhoppard
Nelson Sherley
Norris Sherwood
Nye Sims
OldI]eld Sisson
0O'Shaunessy Slayden
Padgett Sloan
Tage Small
Parran Smith, J. M. C.
Patten, N, Y. Smith, Saml. W,
NAYS—10.

Fordney MeCall
Harris MeceDermott
Hinds MeMorran
Lawrence Malby

NOT VOTING—TT.
Ellerbe Hensley
Estopinal Hi;i;gina
Iivans
Fairehild Hughes W. Va.
Yields
IMinley Ltndsav
Foeht Longworth
Tornes Lonﬂenslnger
Fowler McCreary
Gallagher l\tcl;uire, Okla,
Gardner, Mass. MceH enrf
Gardner, N. J McKenzie
Grorge Mitehell
Gillett Moon, I'a.
Goldfogle Morse
Grahnm Olmsted
Griest Palmer
Hamilton, W. Ya. I'ayne *
Heald I'lumle
Heflin Ransdell, La.

Smith, Tex.
Sparkman
Speer
Stanley
Stedman
Steenerson
Stephens, Cal.
Stephens, Miss,
Stephens, Tex.
Sterling
Stone

Bulzer
Bweet
Bwitzer
Talbott, Md.
Taylor, Ala.
Taylor, Ohio
Thayer
Thomas
Towner
Townsend
Tribble
Turnbull
Tuttle
Underhill
Underwood
Volstead
Warburton
Watkins
Wedemeyer
Whitacre
White
Wickliffe
YWillis
‘Wilson, TI1.
Wilson, N, Y.
Wilson, Pa.
Witherspoon
Wood, N. J.
Woods, Iowa
Young, Kans,
Young, Mich,
Young, Tex.
The Speaker

Mann
Bulloway
Utter
Wilder

Redfield
Riordan
Rouse

Sells
Simmons

81 em{)
Bmith, Cal.
Smit,c NN

St
Stevens, Minn.
Taleott, N. Y.
Taylor, Colo.
Thistlewood

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my nanie.

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crarx of Missourl, and he
voted in the aflirmative.

S0 (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the joint resolution

wils passed.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Until further notice:

Mr. BoeareE with Mr. SteEvexs of Minnesota.
Mr. Saarir of New York with Mr. DE FFoREST.
Mr. touse with Mr. GRIEST.
CuRrey with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,
Mr. Coxry with Mr. SELLS,

Alr,

Mr. ErLERBE with Mr. CAMPRELL.

Mr. Georce with Mr. ANTHONY.

Mr. Lanpsay with Mr. GInLETT.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. Rucker of Missouri, a motion to recon-
sider the last vote was laid on the table,
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as fol-

lows:

To Mr. LATTA, for three weeks, on account of illness.
To Mr. Russerr, for three days, on account of illness.
To Mr. HENsLeY, indefinitely, on account of illness in his

family.

To Mr. LoNaworrm, for three days, on account of important

business.

Mr. GARRETT.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for

the present consideration of a resolution which I send to the

Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution
which the Clerk will report,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is half past T o’clock, and I will
objeet.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects,

ADJOUBRNMENT.

Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 33
minutes p. m,) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
April 14, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of
War, transmitting with a letter from the Chief of Engineers
report of examinations of channel connecting Iled and Sulphur
Rivers, Arkansas and Texas (H. Doe, No. 12), was taken from
the Speaker’'s table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors, and ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. A bill (II. R. 4641) to make
immediately available the $25,000 appropriation authorized by
the sundry civil act of the third session, Sixty-first Congress,
for additional office work in the office of the surveyors general;
to the Commitiee on Appropriations,

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4042), to
adjust and settle the clalms of the loyal Shawneé and loyal
Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs,

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4643) to establish a
mussel hatchery and fish-cultural station on the Wabash River
in the fifth congressional district of the State of Indiana; to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (II. R. 4644) to
pay the balance due depositors in the Freedman's Savings and
Trust Co.; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4645) to make it un-
lawful for certain Federal officeholders to serve as delegates in
a convention called to nominate a President of the United
States or other elective United States officers; to the Committee
on Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives
in Congress.

Also, a bill (H. &, 4646) for the purpese of exempting lime
nitrogen, an agricultural fertilizer, from import duties; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4647) for the erection of a monumental
statue in the city of Florence, Ala., to Gen. John Coffee; to the
Committee on the Library.

By Mr, SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 4648) to amend section
108, chapter 5, of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and
amend the laws relating to the judiciary™; to tiie Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: A Dbill (H. R, 4649) to amend sec-
tion 108, chapter 5, of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise,
and amend the laws relating to the judieiary”; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (II. R. 4650) authorizing the
Secretary of the Treasury to convey to the city of Providence,
State of Rhode Island, the building formerly used as United
States post office, courthouse, and customhouse; to the Commit-
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H, R. 4651) in rclation to
restraining orders and injunctions; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Algo, an bill (H. R. 4652) to make October 12 in each year a
publie holiday, to be called “ Columbus Day " ; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (. R. 4653) to repeal the duty on coal and coal
slack or culm; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) to repeal the duty on iron ore; to
the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) to repeal the duty on hitumen and
asphaltum; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) to provide for the erection of an
Army and Navy hospital at Marlin, Tex,; to the Commitiee on
Military Affalrs.
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Algo, a bill (H. 1. 4057) to repeal an act to establish a uni-
form system of bankruptey throughout the United Stateg, ap-
proved July 1, 1838 to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, o bill (H. R, 4658) to amend section 5278 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States of Amerlica; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4639) for the erection of a Federal build-
ing for the United States post office at Belton, Tex.; to the
Conmmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Ly Mr, RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R, 4660), to restore
the merchant marine in the foreizn trade, to regulate commerce
with foreizn nations, to overcome the disadvantages of American
navigation, to make preference for American ships in ex-
port trade, to put the postal service by sea under general regu-
lations, to put an end to foreign monopoly of our over-sea com-
meree, and to secure American independence on the ocean; to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 4661) providing for the discon-
tinuance of the grade of peost noncommissioned staff officer nnd
creating the grade of warrant officer in lieu thereof; to the
Commlittee on Milltary Affairs.

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 4662) providing for the
discontinuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff offi-
cer and creating the grade of warrant officer in lieu thereof;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, FRENCH: A bill (H. It. 4063) to promote the safety
of travelers and employees upon rallroads by compelling com-
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerce to adopt uniform
rules for the operation of railrpad trains and to use a uniform
system of signals for autlorizing the movement of railroad
trains: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. ENOWLAND : A bill (H. R. 4664) providing for the
regulation, identifieation, and registration of automobiles en-
gaged in interstate commerce and the licensing of the operators
thereof ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 4665) to provide for the erec-
tion of a Federal building at Elyria, Ohio; to the Committee on
I’'ublic Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R, 4606) to establish a national
memorial home for aged and infirm colored people and work-
ing girls in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Appropriations,

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4667) to
amend section 8 of an act entitled *An act for preventing the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of adunlternted or mis-
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other pur-
poses,” approved June 30, 1006; to the Committee on Interstate
and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4608) to amend the naturaliza-
tion laws; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, a Dbill (H. R. 4660) relating to the naturalization of
aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, o bill (H. IR. 4670) to further regulate the immigration
of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) to provide for the purchase of a site
and the erection thereon of a public building at Palo Alto, Cal.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) for the enlargement of the Federal
building at San Jose, Cal.; to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. I. 4673) to further regulate the immigration
of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4674) extending the limits of the District
of Columbia; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

Alsp, a bill (H. R. 4675) to amend the act to regulate com-
merce; to the Committee on Interstate nnd Foreign Commerce,

Also, a bill (II. . 4676) to amend section 3255 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4677) to regulate the coming into and the
residence within the United States of Chinese, Japanese, Ko-
reans, Tartars, Malays, Afghans, East Indians, Lascars, Hin-
doos, and other persons of the Mongollan or Asiatie race, and
persons of Chinese, Japanese, Koreﬂn, Tartar, Malayan,

East Indian, Hindoo, or other Mongolian extraction, and tor
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. 1. 4678) to provide for the establishment of a
life-saving station at Half Moeoon Bay, south of Point Montara
and near Montara Reef, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce-

Also, a bill (H. R. 4679) to provide for the ercction of a
lighthouse on Pilar Point, at the entrance to Half Moon Bay,
Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) to amend an act entitled “An act
granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers,
who served in tlie Civil War and the War with Mexico,” ap-
proved Februoary 6, 1907; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By AMr. VREELAND : A bill (. R. 4681) to establish a fish-
cultural station in the State of New York; to the Committee on
the Merchant Mavine and Fisheries.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A Dbill (H. R. 4682) au-
thorizing the construction of a milmld tramroad, conveyor,
wagon, or foot bridge, and approachies therveto, across the
Tug Tork of the Big Bandy River at or near Glenhayes Statlon,
in Wayne County, W. Va.; to the Committee on Inferstate and
Foreizn Commerce.

3y Mr. PRAY: A bill (XL R. 46383) to authorize the survey
and allotment of lands now embraced within tlie limits of the
Crow Indlan Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the
sale and disposition of the surplus and unallotted lands therein,
and making appropriation to carry the same into effect; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, n bill (II. IR, 4684) to provide an additional district judge
for the distriet of Montana; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (IL 1. 4085) to amend section 1 of the act of
May 30, 1908, entitled “An act granting to certain employees of
the United States the right fo reccive from it compensation for
injuries sustained in the course of their employment’; to the
Committee on Mines and Mining.

By Mr, SULZER: A bill (H. R. 4686) for the preservation of
the 20 Doric columnsg taken from the east side of the United
States Treasury Building, and their erection in the form of a
colonnade, stadium, or amphitheater for the ornamentation of
Potomac Park, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

By Mr. LEVY (by request) : A bill (IL. Tt. 4687) to amend the
act regulating the height of buildings in the District of Colum-
bia, approved June 1, 1910; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4688) in relation to
contempts of court; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. It. 4680) to provide for the
erection of a public building at Montgomery, W. Va,; to the
Committee on Public Bulldings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4690) to provide for the erection of a
publie building at Beckley, . Va.; to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds.

Alsp, a bill (II. k. 4691) to provide for the ercction of a
public building at St. Albans, W. Va.; to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) to provide for the erection of a publie
building at Ronceverte, . Va.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. It. 4693) to prevent the sale or transportation
in interstate or foreign commerce of articles of food held in cold
storage for more than the time herein specified, and for regulat-
ing traflic therein, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. I, 4694) to establish in the De-
partment of Commerce and TLabor a bureau to be known as the
children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 4605) to authorize the sale of
burnt timber on the public lands, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4096) granting pen-
sions to widows of soldiers and sailors who served in the Army
or Navy of the United States during the late War of <the
Rebellion ; to the Committee on Invalid Penslions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4607) granting pensions to soldlers and
sailors who served more than 90 days in the military or naval
service of the United States in the Civll War; to the Commitiee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FRENCH : A bill (II. R. 4698) authorizing States and
Territories to seleet lands in lieu of lands inecluded within forest
reserves; to the Committee on the Publle Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4080) providing for the compensation of
Stntes and Territories for lands included within forest re-
serves; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 4700) to authorize the
Secretary of War to furnish two condemned cannon or mortars
to the State armory, Pittston, Pa.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. RR. 4701) to provide for the
erection of a public building at New DBraunfels, Tex.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
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By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (IL R. 4702) to pro-
'vide for the erection of a monument on the battlefield of Getiys-
burg to commemorate the services of the United States Signal
Corps during the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 4703) to establish a depart-
ment In the Congressional Library for the purpose of gathering
and indexing statute-law material and legal material of a com-
parative nature, and to provide for draftsmen for congressional
measures, and to otherwise assist and aid Members of Congress
and public officinls; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 4704) making appropria-
tions and providing for a continuing contract for the construe-
tion, repair, and preservation of public work on the Missouri
River between Kansas City and the mouth; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4705) to
establish a National Memorial Home for aged and infirm colored
people and for working girls; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

3y Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 4706) grant-
ing to the city of Los Angeles certain rights of way in, over, and
through certain public lands and national forests in the State
of California; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 4707) providing for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at
‘Chariton, in the State of Iowa; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4708) to regu-
late the rank of staff officers of the Navy; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. ADAMSON: A Dbill (II. R. 4700) to repeal the appro-
priation for the reconstruction of certnin improvements at the
LEdgemoor Lighthouse Depot, Del., $30,000, found on page 77 of
ihe act of March 4, 1911, entitled “An act making appropriations
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes’; to the Commit-
tec on Appropriations.

Also, a bill (H. It. 4710) to increase the compensation of rural
letter carriers to $90 per month, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4711) to provide for the ercction of a
public building in the city of West Point, Ga.; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) to construct a read frem Fort Me-
Pherson, Ga., to the rifle range and milltary reservation mnear
Waco, Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) authorizing tlie Secretary of the
Interior to purchase part of the McIutosh Reservation, in Car-
roll County, Ga., and erect a monument thereons to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

Also, a bill (H. . 4714) to distribute the surplus in the
Treasury of the United- States to the several States, Territo-
ries, and the District of Columbia for the sole purpose of im-
proving the roads therein; te the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (I1. R. 4715) to amend “An act to
provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries
of the United States, and for other purpeses,” approved August
5, 1909, so as to place certain necessaries of life on the free
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. It. 4716) for the relief of
certain counties in the State of Illinocis; to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 4717) authorizing an inves-
tigation with a view to securing allotments for the Choctaws of
Mississippl and Seminoles of Florida; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. ANSBERRY : A bill (II R. 4718) to authorize the
use of certain unclaimed moneys now in the registry of the
United States ecirenit court for the nortlern district of Ohio
for the improvement of the libraries of the United States courts
for said district; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 4719) authorizing the
Secretary of the Navy o allot and assign a space in the chapel
of the United States Naval Academy for a memorial window ; to
ithe Committec on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A Dill (H. R. 4720) for the
parchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building
at Fostoria, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4721) for the purchase of a site and the
erection thereon of a publie building at Crestline, Ohio; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 4722) to provide for the
building of a public avenue on the south side of the Potomac
River from the city of Washington to Mount Vernon; to the
Commiitee on Claims.

Algo, a hill (1. R. 4723) to provide the United States Army,
Navy, Marine Corps, and National Guard with a suitable rifle
range for small-arms practice near Washington, D. O.; to the
Committee on Military Affalrs.

Also, a bill (II. R. 4724) to prdvide for a new superstructure
for the Aqueduct Bridge aeross the Potomac River and to lay
thereon o concrete floor; to the Commiftee on the District of
Columbia.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4725) to provide for the construction of
a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from Washington
to the Arlington estate property; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (II. R. 4720) relating
to bills of lading; to the Committee on Interstnte and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (II. . 4727) providing for the
protecition of the intercsts of the TUnited States in lands and
wiaters comprising any part of the Anacostia River, or Eastern
Branch, and lands adjacent thereto, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4728) authorizing a re-
survey of township 11 north, range 8, west of the fifth prin-
cipazlsmerldinn, in Arkansas; to the Committee on the Public
Lands.

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4729) to
confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear and deter-
mine the claims of churches, lodges, and educational or elee-
mosynary institutions arising from the late Civil War; to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4730) to provide for the erection of a pub-
lic buoilding at the city of Beaufort, 8. C.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4731) to increase the salaries of rural
free-delivery carriers of mail; to the Committee on the Post
Oflice and Post Noads.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texns: A bill (H. R. 4732) to estab-
lish a fish hatchery and biological station at Canyon City, Ran-
dall County, Tex.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

Also, o bill (H. IR. 4733) to amend an act entitled “An act to
provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising
from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1801; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs,

Also, a bill (. R. 4734) for acquiring national forests at
the headwaters of Red River, in the State of Texas; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (II. Ttes. 82) to
amend Rule X of the House; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. HAYES: Resolution (H. Res. 83) to amend para-
graph 4 of Rule XXVI; to the Committee on Rules. :

Also, resolution (H. Rles. 84) requesting certain data from
the Secretary of State; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. PETERS: Resolution (H. Res. 85) directing the
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish certain information as to
places as to which authorization or appropriation has bheen
made for a public building or a site for a public bullding, by
legislation of the Fifty-ninth, Sixtieth, or Sixty-first Con-
gress; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62)
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States: to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) to create
and creating a joint committee to continue the consideration of
the revision and codification of the laws of the United States;
to the Committee on Rtules. :

By Mr. HAYES : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) directing the
Secretary of War to sell certain parcels of land in the District
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 65) to provide for the
transportation by sea of men, material, stores, and eguipment
for nccount of the United States, and of material, stores, and
cquipment for use in the construction or maintenance of the
Panama Canal; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) to
amen( joint resolution authorizing the appointment of a com-
mission in relation to universal peace; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) to
amend the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Memorial of the Legislature of
Tennessee, urging return of direct cotton tax, ete.; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Tennessee, urging a con-
stitutional amendment prohibiting practice of polygamy; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were infroduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (IL. R. 4735) granting an increase of
pension to Willlam J. Carson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. k. 4736) granting an increase of pension to
Conrad C. Brown; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 4737) for the relief of
Mary Perkinson; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4738) for the relief of H. T. Cunningham;
to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (. R. 4739) for the relief of the heirs of Willis
Miller, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) for the relief of the estate of Dolly
Jones; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 4741) for the relief of the legal repre-
sentatives of Henry Callier, deceased ; to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) for the relief of the legal repre-
sentatives of V. L. Gordon, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4743) to compensate P. K. Leathers for
services rendered the United States in the prosecution of Wil-
liam T. Head and others in the Circuit Court for the Northern
District of Georgia; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) to compensate the legal representa-
tives of Henry 8. Castellaw for stock and provisions taken for
the use of the Army of the United States; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4745) to compensate W. T. Godwin for
transportation, rent, and supplies furnished United States au-
thorities engaged in suppressing a riot in Harris County, Ga., in
1867 ; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4746G) granting an in-
crease of pension to George H. Combs; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4747) granting
an inerease of pension to Michael McLaughling to the Com-
mittee en Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) granting a pension to Oliver Milroy;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4749) granting a pension to Lewis King-
seed ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to Isanc K.
‘Bingaman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. . 4751) granting a pension to Wll]jam Ben-
singer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4752) granting an in-
crease of pension to George Coffet; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an in-
erease of pension to Curtis C. Griffin; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IRR. 4754) granting an increase of pension to
Edward B. Westhafer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) granting an increase of pension to
John Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (. R. 4756) granting an in-
crease of pension to John 8, Bell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4757) granting an increase of pension to
Caroline Erwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) granting an increase of pension to
Amelia Grosseup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. . 4759) granting an increase of pension to
Willinm Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BRANTLEY : A bill (H. . 4760) for the relief of
Nancy E. Latimer, executrix of the estate of D. E. Knoles, de-
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4761) for the relief of the heirs of Solomon
Cohen; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4762) for the relief of Hiram
Smith; te the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4763) for the relief of Hiram Smith and
Joln 1. W. Smith; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 4764) for the xelief of John H. Chapmnn-
to the Committee on War Claims.

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4765) granting an increase of pension to
James Uphold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4706)
granting a pension to Dora Dee Walker; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4767) granting a pension to Ernest E.
Pearsall; to the Committee on Pengions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4768) for the relief of the estate of Simon
Brown, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. k. 4769) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph
G. Thorpe, deccased ; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Michael De Loach;
to the Committee on War Claims,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 4771) for the relief of heirs of Elizabeth
T. Davis; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 4772) for the relief of Jolin H. Ruddell,
administrator of the estate of Reuben R. Turner; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4773) for the relief of W. W. Weekley; to
the Committee on Wur Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4774) for the relief of A. R. Speaks; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of the heirs of T. B.
Fripp, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4776) for the relief of James T. Dowling;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 4777) for the relief of Pierson Peeples; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 4778) for the relief of the heirs of Allen
Fanning, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4779) for the relief of the trustees of
Columbia Baptist Church; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) for the relief of Harmony Lodge,
No. 17, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, at Barnwell, 8. C.;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) for the relief of Great Salkehatchie
Baptist Church, of Barnwell County, 8. O.; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) for the relief of Jane A. Sanders,
widow of Edward W. Sanders; to the Committee on War
Claims. ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 4783) for the relief of Mount Pleasant
Baptist Church, of Barnwell County, 8. C.; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) for the relief of the estate of John
Fripp, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) for the relief of the estate of
Stephen A, Kittles, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4786) for the relief of the estate of
Richard N. Kittles, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) for the relief of Miss Evalina A, I,
Fripp; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4788) granting
an increase of pension to George R. Pearson; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) authorizing and directing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to pay arrearage to Thomas F, Haywood,
Nashville, Tenn. ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. It. 4790) granting a pension
to Dora E. Atkinson; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. I&. 4791) for the relief of the
heirs of David . Hubbard, deceased ; to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4792) for relief of estate of Marcus Cook,
decensed ; to the Conmittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4793) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist
Church of Kossuth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 4794) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Christian
Church of Corinth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4795) to carry info effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in case of Presbyterian Church of Corinth,
Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4790) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the case of the Baptist Church of Cor-
inth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) to carry into effect findings of the
Court of Claims in the case of the Methodist Episcopal Church
of Corinth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R, 4798) granting a pension to
William A. Hickey; to the Committee on Pensions.
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Also, a bill- (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Elmer I.
Dickey; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. Ik 4800) for the relief of estate of Amos
Jones, deceased; to the Commitiee on War €Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) for the relief of the trustees-of Back
Lick Church, now known as the Beulah Baptist Church, of
glrancanm,- Fairfax County, Va.; to the Committee on War

aims. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 45802) to earry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the case of Second Presbyterian Church,
Alexandria, Va.; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (II. R. 4503) to carry out the find-
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Harry V. Hoes, ad-
ministrator of Theodore Hoes, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. I&. 4804) granting an increase of
pension te George W. Van De Bogert; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (IL I. 4805) granting an increase of
giension to Palmer Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons,

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 48006) granting an
increase of pension to John W. Hamacher; to the Commitfee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bil (H. R. 4807) granting an inerease of pension
to John Jeffries; to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4508) granting an increase of pension to
John H. Leasure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) granting an increase of pension to
John Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Reoberts; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4811) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander Clements: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) granting an increase of pension
t? Charles J. Edington; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4813) granting an increase of pension to
Riclinrd T. Stott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

3y Mr: DODDS: A bill (IL. R. 4514) granting an inerease of
pension to Albert Shaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4515) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Sharp; to the Committee en Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bH'IE(H. R. 4816) granting an increase of pension to
Augustus Wileox; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 45817) granting an inerease of pension to
Robert A. Dalzell; fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) granting an increase of pension
Harvey McCracken; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) granting an increase of pension to
Almen G. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons.

Also, a bill (I. R, 4820) granting an incrense of pension to
William Petrie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 4821) granting an increase of pension to
John Snay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Iy Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4522) granting an increase of
p;::nsiou to George Claxton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4823) granting an increase of pension to
Florida Kennerly; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) granting a pension to Sarah Ann
Hepps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4823) granting a pension to William T,
Woestendiek; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) for the relief of the heirs of Jackson
Grooms; to the Committee on War Claims.

- Also, o bill (H. R, 4827) for the relief of Bartholomew
Buckley; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, o bill (M. R. 4828) for the relief of John H. Drossel-
meier; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (EL. IR. 4820) to correct the military record of
Allen Barnes; to the Committce on Military Affairs.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. I&. 4830) for the relief of
Dr. . D. Royall; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 45831) for the relief of the heirs of Francis
M. Stone; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, & bill (H. R. 4882) for the relief of the heirs of Francis
H. McLeod; to the Committee on War Claims:

Also, a bill (H. R. 4833) for the relief of the estate of C.
Royal, decensed; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4834)
granting a pension to Sarah J. Porter; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (EL R. 4835) grantinz pension to
James E. Whipple; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (FH. R. 4836) granting an inerease
of pension to George H. Ruth; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

DBy Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. B. 4837) granting an increase
of pension to Joseph A, Fones: to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. i

By Mr. GUERNSEY : A bill (H. R. 4833) granting an increase
of pension to Leonidas Leathers; to the Commitfee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) granting an increase of pension to
Franklin Lawry; to the Committee on Invallid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) granting an increase of pension to
Henry OC. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) granting an increase of pension to
Bernard Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) granting an inerease of pension to
Elinkiam Byard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I, I&. 4843) granting an inerease of pension to
Adna T. Cushman; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 48#1) granting an inerease of pension to
James R. Eaton; to the Committec on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 4845) granting an increase of pension to
Boardman €. Friend; to the Comuittee on Invalid Penslons.

Also, a bill (FL. R. 4846) zranting a pension to George N.
Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (I. R. 4847) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary E. Rutter; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) granting a pension to I. G. Scott;
to the Committee on Invalid Penslons,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4849) granting an increase of pension to
Philip ILhresman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 4830) for the relief of
Mrs. Mary W. Bailey, W. A. Jordon, Mrs. M. E. Turlington,
and Ephram J. Jordamn, heirs of Ephram J. Jordan, sr., de-
ceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4851) granting a pension to
Charles A. Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 4852) granting a pension to Charles A,
Eyon; to the Committec on Invalid Pensiens,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of Jeremiah €. Conk-
ling; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. It, 4854) for the relief of Thomas P. Curren;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) for the relief of Jasper J. Henry;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Bishop;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) for the relief of certain officers of
the Second Regiment Louisiana Volunteer Cavalry; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HENRY of Texns: A bill (H. R. 4838) granting an
increase of pension to Willinm I. Peters; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4859) granting a pension to Morinthia
Turner; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4800) granting a pension to Sophronia
Beverly; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 48061) for the relief of Nancy B. Wright,
heiti' of Melvil Wilkerson, deceased; to the Commiltee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 48(2) for the relicf of Nancy Pierson,
widow, and the heirs of John Hogue Plerson, deceased; to the
Committee on Claims.

Also, o bill (II. R. 4563) for the rellef of W. A. White; to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4864) for the relief of the heirs of James
Tandy, deceased; to the Commitlea on War Claims.

Also, o bill (. R. 4865) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy
Senter; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4866) to carry out the {indings of the Court
of Clnims in the ease of Samuel F. Ryan; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 48067)
granting an increase of pension to Sue E. Madden; to the
Committee on Imvalid Pensions.

Also, o bl (H. R. 4868) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Plybon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL R. 4809) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) granting an increase of pension to
Andy Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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!- Also, a blll (H. R. 4871) granting a pension to Henderson
Branham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

| Also, a bill (H. R. 4872) granting a pension to Emily Patter-
son; to the Committee on Pensions.

| Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) granting a pension to Electra Ross;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) for the relief of James Johnson; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4875) granting
an increase of pension to Charles Richards; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) granting an increase of pension to
Clark Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 4877) granting a pen-
sion to Mary A. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4878) granting a pension to James A.
Green; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of
pension to Thomas KeChittizo; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) granting an increase of pension to
Joshua B. Hartzog; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (L. IR. 4881) granting an increase of pension to
Frank La Flame; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) granting an increase of pension to
Louisa M, Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) granting an increase of pension to
UAnthony Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Anna Meil-
strup; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McKINNEY : A bill (H. R. 4885) granting an increase
olf pension to Joseph Kell; to the Committee on Invalld Pen-
sions.

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 4886) granting an increase
of pension to Byron F. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of
piension to Charles A. Hugg; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to James Mur-
ray; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, MARTIN of South Dakota: a bill (H. R. 4889) grant
ing an increase of pension to James Randall; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 4890) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel D. Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

- Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to
Michael Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. RR. 4892) for the
relief of Frederick Leser, jr.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (IL R. 4593) for the relief of the
heirs of Jacob Claypool; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4894) granting an in-
crease of pension to George W. Wood; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : A bill (H. R. 4805) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sarah I‘ Mason; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, It 4896) granting an increase of pension to
Oscar Keith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a blll (H, It. 4897) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah A. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) granting an increase of pension to
Gustay Lenau; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension to Willlam T.
Bowden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (FI. R. 4900) granting an increase of
pension to Munson M. Lockwood; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 4901) granting a pension to
George W. Graves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL R. 4902) granting a pension to Francis M,
WWall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RANSDELL of Lonisiana: A bill (H. R. 490‘3) for
the relief of heirs or estate of Thomas Washington Tompkins,
deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4904) granting an increase of
pension to Thomas Burk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4005) granting an increase of pension to
George P. McKee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting an increase of pension to
Felix G. Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) granting an increase of pension to
William C. Armor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) granting an Increase of pension to
Warren G. Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4909) granting an Increase of pension to
James Chaplin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting an inecrease of pension
John A. Kersey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) granting an increase of pension to
James W. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) granting an increase of pension to
Cealon Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) granting an increase of pension
Jesse Levsay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4914) granting an increase of pension to
C;hrlstopher C. Stevenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension
Jonathan K. Rollins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. 11. 4916) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas Gulliford ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 4017) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel B. Beshore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4918) granting an increase of pension to
Cicero Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) granting an increase of pension to
Stephen A. La Boyteaux; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting an increase of pension to
Reuben Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) granting a pension to Clement
Holderman; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bl]l (H. R. 4922) granting a pension to Etta Cronin;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) granting a pension to Fillmore
Pettyford; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4%24) granting a pension to Mary J.
Brophy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) granting a pension to Robert A. Tal-
bott; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4926) granting a pension to Gertrude
Ballou; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also. a bill (. R. 4927) granting a pension to Edward F.
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4928) for the relief of Frank Bell; fo the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 4920) to correct the military record of
Joseph Elshire; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H R. 4930) authorizing the payment of a claim
to Tolivar B. Clark; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. REILLY : A bill (H. R. 4931) granting an increase
of pension to Bridget Mullens; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (FI, R. 4932) granting an increase of pension to
August Brockmyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4933) granting an in-
crease of pension to Robert L. Chick; to the Commitlee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4934) granting an increase of pension to
George D. Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to
Fletcher Matthews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 49306) granting an increase of pension to
Frederick Klammer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) granting an increase of pension to
Nannie Layman; to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. IRt. 4938) granting an increase of pension to
William Redus: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4039) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Charles B. Fisher; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON : A bill (IT.”R. 4940) granting an in-
crease of pension to Robert Barbee; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, IR, 4941) granting an increase of pension to
Jounathan B. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensjons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4942) granting an increase of pension to
John H. Hayes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. |

Also, a bill (H. R. 4943) granting an increase of pension to
Josiah Hall: to the Commiftee on Invalid Penslons,

Also, a bill (H. It. 4944) granting an increase of pension to
I. G. Falkner; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4945) granting an increase of pension to
Willinm Carroll McKinney; to the Committee on Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 4946) granting an increase of pension to
Jerome Patterson; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) granting a pension to Mary T. Par-
rish; to the Committee on Pensions.

to

to

to
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Also, a bill (II. R. 4948) granting a pension to J. I, Jones; to
the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 4949) granting a pension to Bettie Brock
to the Committee on I'ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) granting a pension to Albert M.
Geiger; to the Committee on Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. . 4951) granting a pension to John E. San-
ford; to the Committee on I’ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension fo Sandy G.
Watson; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL Ik, 4953) granting a pension to Doc¢ L. Bailey ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 4954) granting a pension to John S. Ed-
monds; to the Committee on Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 4955) granting a pension to Joseph Stew-
art; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4956) granting a pension to John Young;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4957) granting a pension to Julia Cart-
wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4958) granting a pension to Louisa Mar-
garet Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IH. R, 4959) granting a pension to James Smith;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. IR. 4960) granting a pension to James M.
Hankins and Willianm M., Hankins; to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. RR. 4061) granting a pension to Robert Whit-
taker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 4962) granting a pension to Moses A. Cole-
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (II. R. 4963) granting a pension to John Young;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4964) granting a pension to David R.
Bellomy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4965) granting a pension to Isaac N,
Dynum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IH. R. 4966) granting a pension to James A,
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

AIS{), a bill (H. R. 4067) granting a pension to James Smith;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a2 bill (H. R. 4068) granting a penaion to John Young;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I, 4969) granting a pension to Louisa Mar-
garet Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 4970) granting a pension to Julin Cart-
wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 4971) granting a pension to Levi P, Rob-
erts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) granting a pension to Samuel Pot-
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4973) granting a pension to Nancy Shelton;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension to Mary A.
Precise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) granting a pension to S.
namer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 4976) granting a pension to Henry Pullam;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H, R, 4977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Me-
Kinn Friar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 4978) for the relief of William M. Under-
wooil; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) for the relief of Amanda M. War-
ren; to the Committee on War Claims.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 4980) for the relief of Mary B. Dancy; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Alsgo, a bill (H. RR. 4981) for the relief of Mrs. II, H. Cribbs;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4982) for the relief of James Eli Schrim-
sher; to the Committee on War Claims.

Alqo a bill (. R. 4983) for the relief of Bettie Linder,
administratrix of B. Franks, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. IR. 4984) for the relief of B. G. Chandler; to
the Committee on-War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) for the relief of B. F. Ludwig;
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4986) for the relief of Sallie C. Smith;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) for the relief of Steplhen Fanning;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (I. R. 4988) for the relief of Willianm M. Hilliard ;
to the Committee on War Claims.

I'. Ken-
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4989) for the relief of William C. Bragg;
to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4990) for the relief of Mrs. E. L. Raney;
to the Commiftee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4991) for the relief of Elisha Stogsdill;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4002) for the relief of Mary J. Bailey; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of Samuel H. Yar-
brough and estate of John Jones, deceased; to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. . 4904) for the relief of Bathsheba Gordon;
to the Committee-on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4995) for the relief of Willinm W. Calla-
han, administrator of the estate of Thomas Gibbs; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (. R. 4096) for the relief of Parks 8. Townsend;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) for the relief of John Smaw; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of John W. McAfee;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. 1. 4999) for the relief of John T. Lehman; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of Cumberland Preshy-
terian Church, of Pleasant Springs, Ala.; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of James A. Allen; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a biil (H. IR. 5002) for the relief of Amanda M. Warren;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, o bill (H. &, 5003) for the relief of James Williams; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5004) for the relief of Samuel H. Yar-
brough and heirs of John Jones, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. R. 5005) for the relief of Jonathan Morris,
execntor of Jonathan Morris, deceased; to the Committee on
Claims.

Also, a bill (. R. 5006) for the relief of R. D. Crosthwaite,
administrator; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5007) for the relief of Mary Tullis; to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. . 5008) for the relief of Littleton McCloud
and BiH Mull; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5009) for the relief of James T. Dowdy; to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) for the relief of Martha J. Sibley;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 5011) for the relief of Thomas W. White;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) for the relief of John T. Graves; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. . 5013) for the relief of James Henry and
Porter Henry; to the Committee on War Claims.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 56014) for the relief of George M, Harra-
wiay ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5015) for the relief of Mattie P. Bar-

nard, Katharine Caldwell, and Henry M. Rhett, heirs of
Harriett M. Barnard, deceased; to the Committee on War
Claims,

Also, a bill (IL R 5016) for the relief of Mrs. W. B. Trous-
dale; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, IR, 5017) for the relief of Nancy M. Weaver;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. It. 5018) for the relief of Samuel W, Shackel-
Tord, trustee of Susan A. Shackelford; to the Committee on War
Claims.

Alsgo, a bill (EL. R. 5019) for the relief of Dan Walden; to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5020) for the relief of Mattiec H. Ligon;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (I R. 5021) for the relief of J. W. Johnson; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. §022) for the relief of Parks 8. Townsend ;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5023) for the relief of the trustees of the
Chestnut Grove Church, in Morgan County, Ala.; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5024) for the relief of the estate of Jesse
Vann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 5025) for the relief of the executor or ad-
ministrator of the estate of C. C. Spiller, deceased; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5026) for the relief of William Moseley,
administrator; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5027) for the relief of W. C. Tipton; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5028) for the relief of John (. Thomas; to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5029) for the relief of Houston L. Bell; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5030) for the relief of Nancy Coffey; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) for the relief of John T. Graves; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, o bill (I R. 50382) for the relief of Grifiin Callahan; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5033) for the relief of Dr. Ira G. Wood; to
the Committee on War Claims. |

Also, a bill (H. R. 5034) for the relief of Francis Wilkes; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 5035) for the relief of J. W. Smart; to
the Commitfee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief of Phillip D. Wright;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5037) for the relief of Mrs. Cassa Simpson;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of William J. Wilcox-
son; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5039) for the relief of Willinm Cunning-
ham; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5040) for the relief of B. F. IHembree; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) for the rclief of Alfred O, William-
gon; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, o bill (H. R. 5042) for the relief of James G. Porter; to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H, R. 5043) for the relief of Boling King; to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5044) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of the estate of Robert Herstein, deceased; to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (I R. 5045) for the relief of heirs of J. P, Me-
Gaha, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5046) for the relief of heirs of Lemuel
Hannah, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) for the relief of heirs of Josian
White, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, n bill (H. R. 5048) for the relief of heirs of Andrew C.
Lege, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 5040) for the relief of heirs of Mathew N.
Grimmett, decensed; to the Committee on War Claims,

Alsgo, a bill (IL It. 5030) for the relief of heirs of Elizabeth
Thompson, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5051) for the relief of heirs of Benjamin
Lawler; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5032) for the relief of heirs of J. R. B.
Eldridge, decensed: to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. It. 5033) for the relief of the heirs of Kennon
H. Steger, deccased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. §054) for the relief of heirs of Thomas
Knight, deceased; to the Commitfee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5035) for the relief of the heirs of James
H. Ware, deccased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief of heirs of Enoch R.
and Louisa J. Kennedy ; to the Committee on War Clalms.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5057) for the relief of heirs of Preston
Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of heirs of Andrew J.
Peacock, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (I. R. 5039) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph
Logan, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of leirs of Sidney
Tate, decensed; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) for the rellef of Sidney Tate, de-
censed ; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R, 5061) for the relief of heirs of Alfred Xam-
brick, deceased ; to the Committea on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5002) for the relief of heirs of Alexander
F. Perryman, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5063) for the relief of heirs of William
Wann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a DbIill (H, R. 5064) for the relief of heirs of W. J.
Langston, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, & bill (H. R. 5035) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah
Sehrimsher; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. . §066) for the relief of Leirs of Mary
McCaa, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of the heirs of A, B.
Mills, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5068) for the relief of the heirs of Ellah
Matheny; to the Commitice on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of the heirs of Jane
McCartney; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. R. 5070) for the relief of heirs or estates of
Elbert H. and Melinda Ellett, deceased; to the Commitice on
War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 507T1) for the relief of the estate of Joseph
A. Martin, deceased; to the Conimitfee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5072) for the relief of the estate of Enoch
R. Kennedy, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. R. §073) for the relief of the estate of John
Sibley, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) for the relief of the estate of Ben-
Jamin Snodgrass; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5075) for the relief of the estate of Peter
8. Baker; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5076) for the relief of the estate of W. W.
MecCrary; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5077) for the relief of the estate of
?}I}m{*ins B. Cawthon, deceased; to the Committee on War

aims.

Algo, a bill (H. R. §078) for the relief of the estate of Melissa
Gathright, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of the estate of Marius
B. Cawthon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of the estate of Alfred
Hambrick; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5081) for the relief of the estate of James
Williams, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5082) for the relief of the estate of Peter
8. Baker; to the Committee on War Claims.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 5083) for the relief of the estate of Brad-
ford Hambrick; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) for the relief of the estate of
John Sibley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of the estate of James
H. Ware, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of the estate of A. L.,
Logan, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, n bill (H. R. 5057) for the rellef of the estate of Thomas
Knight, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. G088) for the relief of the estate of John
Walston, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of the estate of Mathew
N. Grimmett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. IR, 5090) for the relief of the estate of Benja-
min B. Coffey, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. . 5001) for the relief of the estate of Willlam
. Tanner; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of the estate of Henry
Ingram, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 5093) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the case of J. G. Mason, administrator of
estates of Glorvinia Mason, and John O. Mason, deceased ; to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5004) to carry into effect the findings of the
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of David
B. Johnson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5005) for the relief of the legal helrs of
James I. Donegan; to the Committee on War Claims.

Algo, o bill (EL. R. 5006) to refer the claim of Nancy Taylor
against the United States to the Court of Claims; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Also, o bill (H. IRR. 5097) to refer the claim against the United
States of the heirs of Fablan Varin to the Court of Claims;
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6098) granting an increase
of pension to Alford J. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. >

Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) granting an inerease of pension to
John J. James; to the Commitice on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 5100) granting an increase of pengion to
Mary A. Dodge; to the Commitfee on Inyalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) granting a pension to James Brooks;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

Also, a Dill (H. R. 5102) granting a pension to Richard A.
Gamble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, o bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to John Balker;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 5104) granting an increase of
pension to Conrad Hamman; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.
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Algo, a bill (H. R. 5105) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel MeQuate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, It. 5106) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Fry; to the Committee on Invalid I’ensions.

Also, a bill (IT. R. 5107) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Allen; to the Committee on Invalid I’ensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) granting a pension to Hstella M.
Manville; to the Committee on Invalid I’ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) granting a pension to Elizabeth
Neely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5110) granting a pension to Lydia L. RRob-
inson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 5111) granting a pension to Hannah M,
Seeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. k. 5112) granting a pension to Delilah Wor-
ley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a Dbill (H. R. 5113) granting a pension to Austin L.
Straub; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Charles J.
Pfahl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5115) granting a pension
to Jerry R. Daniel; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5116) for the relief of . R. Russell, Irve
W. Ellis, J. L. Borroum, N. H, Corder, and Wooten & Vasbinder;
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) to pay the claim of Mrs. Charles H.
Benson, of San Antonio, Tex., for damages done to her phaeton
by a caisson of the Third Regiment United States Field Artil-
lery; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) to pay Henry Fink for the loss of a
horse killed by United States soldiers while at target practice;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Harris L.
Roberts, United States Army; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 5120) grant-
Ing an increase of pension to Archibald McLain; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

Alsgo, o bill (H. I&. 5121) granting an increase of pension to
Franklin Blades; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) granting an increase of pension to
Charles F. Manchester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5123) granting an increase of pension to
Philip Gavin; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5124) granting an in-
crease of peusion to Willlam H. Davis; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 5125) granting an increase
of pension to Thomas Williams; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 5126) to remove the charge
of desertion from the military record of Clement Lamoureaux;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (I. R. 5127) granting an inerease
of pension to John Tidball; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) granting an increase of pension to
Catherine Lusk; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a Dill (H. R. 5129) granting a pension to Clara 8.
Ickis; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H, R. 5130) granting a pension to
Teresa Mindermann; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (I. R. 5131) granting an in-
crease of pension to Moses M. Crants; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas Fogarty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 5133) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VREELAND : A bill (H. R. 5134) granting a pension
to Henry D. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 5135) to correct the military
record of John J. Troxell; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WOODS of Towa: A bill (H, R. 5136) granting an
increase of pension to Peter Johnston; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers svere laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ALEXANDER : Paper to accompany bill for inereasc
of pension for George H. Combs; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. ASHBROOIK : Petition of E. D. Rutledge & Co, and
7 other business men of Minerva, Ohio, in opposition to the

.

parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Tloads.

By Mr. BROWN: Papers to accompany bill for relief of
Hiram Smith and John R. W. Smith; to the Committee on War
Claims,

By Mr. BULKLEY : Petition of Dr. G. Caruso and other citi-
zens of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against the tariff on Italian
lemons, and requesting that they be placed on the free list; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of ecitizens of Upper Uwechlan,
East Nautmeal, West Vincent, and Wallace Townships, of Penn-
sylvania, relative to cold storage of food products; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessce: Paper to accompany bill to
increase pension of George R. Pearson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. CLINE : Protest by the Auxiliary of the Postal Clerks
of Kendallville, Ind., relative to the condition of men employed
in the postal service; to the Committee on the Post Oflice and
PPost Roads.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Niagara Alkali Co. for impo-
sition of an import duty on caustic potash, and of the New
York Cordage Co. as to duty on cotton bagging; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petition of R. G. Dakan,
A. H. Gray, and others, with reference to the duty on wool; to
the Commiftee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of J. F. Ligman and others, of Inde-
pendence, Wis,, favoring election of United States Senators by
direct vote of the people, and in favor of retention of present
duty on barley and on oleomargarine colored in imitation of
butter; to the Commitiee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Homer G. Sell, of ITillsdale,
I1l.,, in opposition to Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of John F. Godfrey Post, No. 93, Grand Army
of the Republie, of Pasadena, Cal, for a general old-age pen-
sion; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of citizens of La Salle, Ill., for the creation of
a national department of health; to the Committee on Expendi-
tures in Interior Department,

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Congrega-
tional and Baptist Churches of Merrimae, Mass., for the pas-
sage of the bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating liquor in all
Government buildings; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor
Traflie,

Also, petition of Congregational and Baptist Churches of
Merrimac, Mass., for passage of Burkett-Sims bill to forbid
interstate transmission of race-gambling odds and bets; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolutions of Amherst Grange, No. 16, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, of Amherst, Mass,, opposing passage of tariff agreement
bill with Canada; to the Commitiee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Lancaster, Pa.,
favoring the establishment of a national department of health;
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department.

By Mr. GUERNSEY : Resolutions of Highland Grange, No.
364, Patrons of Husbandry, of Penobscot, Me., protesting against
the passage of the reciprocity measure; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. IIENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Bolton Grange,
No. 47, Patrons of Husbandry, of Dolton, Conn,, in behalf of
an improved parcels post; to the Commitiee on the Post Oflice
and Post Roads.

Algo, petition of West Hartford Grange, No. 69, Patrons of
Husbandry., of West Hartford, Conn., against the enactment of
the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Commitiee on
Ways and Means. .

By Mr. KENDALL: Protest of H. J. ‘Bishop and 52 other
citizens of Jasper County, Iowa, against Canadian reciprocity;
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. KONOP: Petition of numerous citizens of Appleton,
Wis., against Canadian reciproeity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. LANGIHAM: Petition of E. L. Phillips and others, of
New Bethleliem, Pa., in opposition to the reciprocity treaty
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

DBy Mr. LINDBERGH: Petitions of numerous citizens of
(‘okato, Minn.,, and farmers and business men of Brandon,
Minn., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of Division No. 1, Ancient Order of Hibernians,
of Crow Wing County, Minn.; against Anglo-American alliance;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
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Also, petition of Charles M. Kuhr, against sending troops to
Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MAHER: Petitions of the Seward Republican Club,
of New York; the Union League Club, of Brooklyn, N. ¥.; and
the New York Stercotypers' Union, No. 1, favoring reciprocity
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Pa., to withdraw the
K&o?s from the Mexican border; to the Committee on Foreign

airs.

By Mr; McMORRAN: Resolutions of the electors of Sand
Beach Township, Huron County, Mich., in opposition to Cana-
dian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of Moreland and citi-
rzens of Ames, Okla., requesting withdrawal of United States
tr{{%ori:s from Mexican border; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. MOTT: Resolutions of Three Mile Bay Grange, No.
126, of Three Mile Bay; Port Leyden Grange, No. 1037; Lower
Oswego Falls Grange, of Fulton, N: Y.; River Bank Grange, No.
634, of River Bank; Granby Grange, of Granby ; Mount Pleasant
Grange, No. 349, of Mount Pleasant; Depanville Grange, No.
59; and Denmark Grange, No. 535, of Denmark, Patrons of
Husbandry, all of the State of New York, against Canadian
reciproeity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of George W. Burgess and other citizens of the
town of Granby, Oswego County; the Dilts Machine Works, of
Fulton; Oxbow Grange, No. 691, of Oxbow; Orwell Grange,
No. 66, of Orwell; Point Peninsula Grange, No. 1030, of Point
Peninsula ; Pamelin Grange, No. 68, of Pamelin; Sandy Creek
Grange, No. 127, of SBandy Creek; Redwood Grange, No. 684, of
Redwood; Phenix Grange, No. 9, of Phenix; West Monroe
Grange, of West Monroe; and of Glenfield Grange, No. 548, of
Glenfield, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of New York,
against Canadian reeiprocity (H. R. 4412); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of Eureka Paper Co., of Fulton, N. ¥.; Albion
Center Grange, No. 270, of Albion, N. Y.; and Chaumeont Grange,
No. 855, of Chaumont, N. Y., Patrons of Husbandry; Carthage
Board of Trade, of Carthage, N. Y.; B. W. Bennett, of Ful-
ton, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Resolutions of The Gleaners, a Sun-
day-school class of the Methodist Episcopal Society; the
Women’s Missionary Society and the Progressive Men's Class
of the Methodist Episcopal Society, of Rockingham and other
towns; the combined Women's Missionary Socleties of the
churches of DBellows Falls, constituting about 000 persons in
said Rockingham, favoring the Miller-Curtis bill, so ecalled, pro-
hibiting saloons in Hawail, and the McCumber-Terrell bill, so
called, concerning the opium trade; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolution of Groton Grange, No. 443, of Groton, Vt., pro-
testing against the proposed reciprocity bill; to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

Also, resolution of Groton Grange, No. 443, of Groton, Vt,
protesting against increase of magazine postage rates; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

DBy Mr. POST: Petition of the Empire Company, No. 68, Junior
Order United American Mechanics, of T'letcher, Miami County,
Ohio, to pass more stringent laws for the restriction of immi-
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Hunt
Connty, Tex., requesting immediate withdrawal of troops from
Mexiean border; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SHERWOOD: Petition of citizens of Sheffield, Pa.,
for the immediate recall of Unifed States troops from the
Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, resolution of Toledo Lodge, International Assoclation
of Machinists, of Toledo, Ohio, urging illiteracy test for immi-
grants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

By Mr. UNDERHILL : Petitions of Greenwood Grange; High-
land Grange, No. 22, of Catharine, Schuyler County; Stephens
Mills, Fremont; Woodhull Grange, of Woodhull; Canisteo
Grange, No. 460, of Canisteo; Pleasant Valley Grange, No. 408,
of Urbana; Oak Hill Grange, No. 574, of South Dansville;
Bath Grange, No. 204, of Dath; Romulus Grange, No. 1181, of
tomnlus; Caton Grange, No. 248, of Caton; Jasper Grange, No.
619; Avoea Grange, No. 176, of Avoea; Howard Grange, No.
976, of Howell; Chemung Valley Grange, No. 57, of Elmira;
Lodi Grange, No. 213, of Lodi; Hornellsville Grange, No. 846,
of Hornell; and Towlesville Grange, No. 430, all of the State
of New York, against proposed reciprocity with Canada; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Algo, petition of the Union League Club of New York, favor-
ing reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. WEBD: Resolutions of Leopold Zung Lodge, Inde-
pendent Order B'nai B'rith, located at Goldsboro, N. C., asking
that all Senators and Members of Congress aid in the passage
of any resolutions which eall for the modiScation or abrogation
ofﬂ-nlil treaty relations with Russia; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Resolutions adopted by board
of officors of Second Reghment, National Guard of New Jersey,
urging passage of bill providing for pay for the Organized
Mlilitia of United States; to the Committee on Militia.

Also, petition of Somersef Grange, No. 7, Patrons of IIus-
bandry, of Middlebush, N. J., against passage of any measure
restricting to a period of three months the maximum time for
thtletccld storage of staple foodstuffs; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr, WILLIS: Petition of 8. T. McDonald and other vet-
erans of the Civil War, of Rosewood, Ohio, asking for the
passage of the Sherwood pension bill; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

HOUSE O REPRESENTATIVES.
Frway, April 1}, 1911,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, Henry N. Couden, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read.

During the reading the following occurred:

Mr., CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion I
am unable to hear what the Clerk is reading. It is not the fanlt
of the Clerk. What is he reading?

The SPEAKER. He is supposed to be reading the Journal.
The point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois is sus-
tained, and the House will be in order.

Mr. CANNON. Has there been a demand made that the Jour-
nal shall be read in full, rather than a statement? If so, does
that include the reading of the names of Members who voted?

The SPEAKER. The Clerk was not reading the names of
Members who voted.

Mr. CANNON. I do not care at this time to demand the read-
ing of the names. Of course I could, but it seems to me an ex-
ceedingly long Journal.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk was reading the Journal in the
usual way and will proceed.

The Clerk completed the reading of the Journal, and it was
approved.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

The SPEAKER announced the following change of reference:

A bill (H. R. 2900) to authorize the acceptance by the United
States of the gift of the Nathan Straus Pasteurized Milk
Laboratory; Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Resolution (H. Res. 70) providing for a committee to in-
vestigate the method of enforcement of the antitrust act and
other matters; Committee on Expenditures in the Department
of Justice discharged, and referred to the Committee on Rules.

PRINTING RESOLUTIONS IN THE RECORD.

Mr. PEPPER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
print the following resolution in the RREcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent to have printed in the Recorp a certaln memorial, of
whieh the Clerk will read the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolution asking for an Investigation of the Taylor system of shop
management,

Mr. HARDWICK.
ect——

i Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, rescerving the right to object——

Mr. IARDWICK. I will yield to the gentleman from
Illinois.

Mr. MANN., The gentleman from Iowa, one of the able new
Members of the House, is probably not famillar with {fhe
practice of tlie House, which is not to print memorials in the
REecorp, If it is once begun there is no limitf, and if once be-
gun the Recoep becomes so bulky that we never can find the
thing we want on account of the number of memorials.

The SPEAKER. 'The Chair will inquire of the gentleman
from Iowa if this is a memorial or a resolution?

Mr. PEPPER. It is a resolution.

Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
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